https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/1ajfxxd/credibledefense_daily_megathread_february_05_2024/
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Here some clarification on what are the bottlenecks for US 155mm artillery production as well as targets of 70000/month by the end of the year. The top bottleneck is production of explosive fillers followed by propellants. Bear in mind that there's always going to be a bottleneck somewhere so even though fuzes and projectile production aren't necessarily the issue now doesn't mean the aren't going to be in the future.
https://twitter.com/ColbyBadhwar/status/1754643632550773129
An article that puts forth an interesting debate that combines a few topics that I believe will be pretty commonly discussed in the forum moving forward. Where are the capabilities of small FPV drones really going and do the more advanced militaries need to take the threat of small FPV drones more seriously?  Are they going to be necessary for any force or will a western militaries superiority make it so that are just a nuisance?  Does watching the logistical strain caused by the Russia-Ukraine conflict lead you one way or the other? Which side of the debate do you come down on?

[Case in Point How Much NATO is Out of Sync with Reality Regarding FPV Drones: Polish Expert Explains Why FPVs are Unnecessary | Defense Express | February 2024](https://en.defence-ua.com/analysis/case_in_point_how_much_nato_is_out_of_sync_with_reality_regarding_fpv_drones_polish_expert_explains_why_fpvs_are_unnecessary-9406.html)

*Although the practice has demonstrated a clear shift in the landscape of the modern battlefield and the urgent need for adaptation, dissenting voices within NATO persist in their belief that no changes are necessary*

*Armies of NATO, especially in Europe, continue to ignore the emergence of FPV drones as a weapon class. Small, maneuverable, and explosive, a cheap mass-produced drone with simple camera and a munition, has overthrown the tables of the ongoing war between russia and Ukraine. Still, it remains not just unnoticed but outright ignored by NATO generals.*

*A Bundeswehr officer earlier explained such an approach from the perspective of security concerns, since the Alliance cannot allow any reliance on components procured from China. Sometimes, however, a completely opposite argument is mentioned within the discourse that FPVs are not worth taking seriously.*

*Well-known Polish military expert Jarosław Wolski wrote an in-depth analysis in a social media post, in which he delved into the issue of FPV drones' application. Defense Express would like to start a debate on this matter. Because if we put things briefly, the main point of Wolski is that FPV drones are but a makeshift solution for a specific situation, i.e. a weapon for the poor.*

*"In civilized NATO armies fighting in-depth, what the Ukrainians and russians are trying to do with hundreds of drones would be done by one F-16 with a CBU-97 cluster bomb, a battery of four M109 with SADARMs firing 16 SADARM missiles, or 2–4 Ah-64Es firing 16–32 Hellfire II/JAGM. Or even our Otokary-Brzoza with Brimstone II. Whatever would still crawl up to 1–5 km from FEBA (Forward Edge of the Battle Area - ed.) would have to be met with... something that Ukraine still almost does not have on a battalion scale: for a mechanized company, for example, with 24 EuroSpike/MELS or Spike ATGMs, and in the worst case, with the same number of TOW- 2Bs," the Jarosław Wolski wrote.*

*This fragment vividly illustrates the problem with understanding the realities of a battlefield during a war of attrition.*

*In order to launch CBU-97 free-fall bombs onto the enemy columns, an F-16 needs to enter the airspace controlled within the range of enemy air defense systems, which is only plausible in the event of achieving total air superiority. The fact that the Ukrainian Air Force denied such superiority to the russian forces at the onset of the invasion in 2022 with only 40 combat-capable aircraft against the overall 1,000 combat jets of the russian Aerospace Forces should at least make NATO think twice about the real prospects and timeframes of taking a decisive control of the airspace when faced against the Russian federation.*

*The same issue also applies to the mentioned Ah-64E Apache attack helicopters because such conditions will significantly limit the scale of operations they can perform in hostile airspace. The method of utilization of these helicopters will differ from any other experience they had during previous wars.*

*The point about only four howitzers needed to stop the offensive is interesting, too, especially combined with the mention of SADARM – an artillery shell with autonomously guided submunitions, similar in action to SMArt 155 or Bonus. While there is no doubt about the effectiveness of this kind of weapon, the more important factor here is the quantity of them stored in NATO warehouses and produced a month, so the shell supply keeps up with the enemy columns.*

*No less significant is the density of artillery coverage in European countries, and in Poland particularly, since Warsaw only has about a hundred 155mm artillery systems, even though is currently solving the shortage by procuring K9s from Korea. This many artillery pieces is actually relatively high in comparison to the rest of Europe, it is on par with the German Bundeswehr or the French Armed Forces.*

*Another interesting point about Ottokar-Brzoza — a conceptually proper modern tank-killer, — but the first units are yet to arrive in the Polish army. Simply put, a great vehicle which is lacking in numbers. This is true for the Spike missiles it uses: the production of this weapon is so lagging that Warsaw had to procure and localize the Javelin ATGM.*

*In summary, the main challenge posed by a war of attrition is not what type of weapon you choose to fight with during the first days or weeks of hostilities but what you will use at dawn of your third year of fighting non-stop. Ukraine found a solution in FPV drones, notwithstanding all their obvious drawbacks and imperfections. But apparently, NATO countries do not even consider a protracted war scenario at all because they deem it "impossible."*
American 155 production update: Doug Bush, Assistant Secretary of the Army for Acquisition, Logistics, and Technology, at a [CSIS munitions production roundtable](https://www.csis.org/events/munitions-production-roundtable-featuring-asaalt-honorable-douglas-r-bush), provided [this handy chart](https://imgur.com/P5Qh9BF.png) for artillery production history and estimates. It looks like the Army is on track to more than double production by the end of '24 and, Congress willing, nearly quadruple current rate by the end of '25 to hit 100k shells/month. The big jumps in production capacity are apparently due in-part to a much greater amount of automation in the new lines being set up down in Texas.  I worry that there will be some delays associated with the introduction of the new manufacturing techniques but perhaps those are anticipated in the chart. 

Discussion of automation occurs at 18:09 in the video and the chart is at 24:30
https://open.spotify.com/episode/2TOw2AZUQgaEe9sbcsDLIB?si=JPjm5dF0TKamLnymVB9r3w

An enlightening interview of a former CIA analyst on North Koreas recent provocative statements and actions. 

She believes that Kim Jong Un is a rational actor and is not seeking war with South Korea and the United States. There is, however, a significant cause for concern. Kim Jong Un has contradicted the policies of his father and grandfather in stating that reunification with South Korea is no longer possible. This could be seen as a preemptive justification for the use of nuclear weapons in the event of war with the South. 

Other good information in the episode. Highly recommend a listen.
New CENTCOM release: https://www.centcom.mil/MEDIA/PRESS-RELEASES/Press-Release-View/Article/3666347/centcom-self-defense-strikes/

> TAMPA, Fla. – On Feb. 5, at approximately 3:30 p.m. (Sanaa time), U.S. Central Command forces conducted a strike in self-defense against two Houthi explosive uncrewed surface vehicles (USV).

> U.S. forces identified the explosive USVs in Houthi-controlled areas of Yemen and determined they presented an imminent threat to U.S. Navy ships and merchant vessels in the region. These actions will protect freedom of navigation and make international waters safer and more secure for U.S. Navy vessels and merchant vessels.  

I believe this is the second time that the Houthis have used USVs, at least in this current crisis, with the first time being [Feb 1st](https://www.centcom.mil/MEDIA/PRESS-RELEASES/Press-Release-View/Article/3663708/centcom-update-to-events-in-the-red-sea/) when one was destroyed. There has been a huge amount of speculation about the efficacy of USVs against warships based on the Ukrainian campaign against the Russian Black Sea Fleet. It's possible that speculation will be put to the test in the Red Sea if Houthi USV usage becomes a trend. Does anyone have any information about the Houthi USVs?
Not directly Ukraine related but still.

  
[Bulgarian police arrested one of its employees on suspicion of espionage for the Russian Federation.](https://boulevardbulgaria.bg/articles/gdbop-provezhda-spetsaktsiya-po-signal-za-shpionazh)

  
This isn't exactly the police but GDBOP , essentially an agency combating organized crime in particular. The tip has come from a foreign unnamed agency.

  
The arrested individual is suspected of providing classified information to a former Russian diplomat who had been declared persona non grata some time ago. The authorities claim that the arrested individual has been under surveillance for months.  


The information was related to international investigations of Russian companies (or companies somehow linked to Russians), and avoiding sanctions against Russia. There is speculation that another person from DANS (national security agency) was working with him and also forwarded classified information, though nothing concrete is known yet.
Currently, several tanker aircraft from the US Air Force and the Royal Air Force (KC-135, KC-2), have either just flown or returned to bases in the Mediterranean and the Persian Gulf. This could suggest a potential new series of airstrikes in Iraq and Syria. This hypothesis is further substantiated by the recent return of multiple USAF KC-46 aircraft from a possible operation over the North Atlantic, such as a refueling mission for long-range bombers (B-1). Interesting is the potential RAF involvement.

Source: Flightradar
What does Orban get out of being so obstinate with Swedish entry into NATO? Now that Turkey no longer is holding up the process, it seems antagonistic for no reason.
Two day security conference covering the Northern flank and NATO's future challenges. Streamed online on youtube. See the link below for link and complete conference prorgramme.


https://www.atlanterhavskomiteen.no/arrangement/leangkollen-security-conference-2024


It is our great pleasure to welcome you to the Leangkollen Security Conference 2024.


This year the title is «NATO 75: past, present, and future – Transatlantic Security in an Era of Strategic Competition and a Year of US Elections».  As NATO is turning 75, this year’s conference will look at NATO through time, and draw on the past and present to analyze what the future of the alliance will look like. 


NATO’s anniversary takes place in a time of multiple crises and conflicts, most prominently Russia’s war in Ukraine, which has great implications for the present and future global order. NATO’s ability to protect its members by adapting to changing geopolitical landscapes has been the essence of the Alliance. Moving forward, what specific initiatives should the Washington Summit take to meet the challenges of a more competitive age? 


As we head closer to the next US general elections, the conference will also look at what implications a new US administration might have, both on the transatlantic relationship, and on NATO as a military alliance. As the war in Ukraine has pushed Moscow closer to Beijing, the US is increasingly divided between two fronts. Will the US and its NATO allies be able to stand united with Ukraine for «as long as it takes»? And as the US is increasingly shifting focus away from Europe and possibly NATO, Europe must take more responsibility for its own security. Will the key European actors be able to align their diverging security interests?


Lastly, the war in Ukraine has brought about unity and NATO enlargement. This has fundamentally changed the security dynamic of NATO’s Northern flank, and around Norway more specifically. How will the changed security dynamics of the Nordic region affect NATO? And how should Norway adapt to a new security environment?  We hope that you will join us for a timely conference in a year of significant changes and tensions, by registering for the Leangkollen Security Conference 2024!
[Netherlands pledges six extra F-16 fighter jets to Ukraine](https://www.politico.eu/article/netherlands-pledges-six-extra-f-16-fighter-jets-to-ukraine/)


>"The Netherlands Ministry of Defence is readying six additional F-16 fighter aircraft for delivery to Ukraine," Ollongren said on social media, adding that those will come in addition to the 18 already pledged.


Ukraine will get more F-16s from the Netherlands, and those might be equipped with long-range missiles:


[Commander: Ukraine to receive F-16s, 300-500 km missiles in future aid packages](https://euromaidanpress.com/2024/02/05/commander-ukraine-to-receive-f-16s-300-500-km-missiles-in-future-aid-packages/)


>Lt-Gen Serhii Naiev, commander of the Joint Forces of the Ukrainian Armed Forces (UAF JF), said that Ukraine will receive more long-range weapons from its Western allies. Alongside the F-16 fighter jets, missiles with a range of 300-500 kilometers are expected to be delivered in the future, he said in an interview published on the UAF JF’s Facebook page.


Uri [speculates](https://twitter.com/UKikaski/status/1754469025839489289) about JASSM and Taurus.
What role do heavy bombers play today? Around 100-200 B21s will be built making them the most numerous in U.S. inventory. In the event of war, is this the bomber they’d produce in large numbers? I imagine it would be so costly to build new B52s that it wouldn’t be worth it.
How feasible is it for the Ukrainian units to continue defending Avdiivka at this point? The maps show that the Russians now have a foothold in the north. I know that the coke factory is slightly to the left and is a natural stronghold. The railroad line in the area should have been severed a while ago as a supply route. Lastochkyne remains as the safest supply route, so will the Ukrainians remain in the area as long as that route stays secure? I just find it incredible that there are still ukrainian positions east of Avdiivka right now.
There are a few other angles related to the supplemental bill debate. First, Johnson's 'base' in the House is opposed to the standalone Israel bill:

>[House Conservative Group Opposes Speaker’s Israel-Only Bill](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-02-04/house-conservative-group-opposes-speaker-s-israel-only-bill?srnd=politics-vp)

>* Freedom Caucus board attacks lack of spending offsets
>* Dissent in Republican ranks signals need for Democratic votes

>A group of House conservatives opposed Speaker Mike Johnson’s new standalone $17.6 billion Israel aid package because it isn’t fully paid for with offsetting spending cuts, signaling that Democratic support for passage will be needed.

>In a statement Sunday, the House Freedom Caucus Board called it “extremely disappointing that Johnson is now “surrendering to perceived pressure to move an even larger but now unpaid for” package. The House passed a fully-paid-for $14 billion Israel funding bill in November over Democratic objections to cuts to the Internal Revenue Service.

As a reminder, the GOP has an extremely narrow majority in the House, so any passage would require either unanimity in the Republican caucus, or Democrats to support the bill. 

Second, Trump [stated](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-02-04/senators-reach-deal-on-ukraine-aid-and-us-border-but-republicans-still-a-threat) today that he'd like to see the two matters (i.e. border and foreign aid), separated. Does that make the chances of passage of the latter any higher? Too early to tell. 

>Trump condemned the deal in a social media post Monday as “a great gift for Democrats and a Death Wish for The Republican Party.” He also flatly rejected tying immigration to foreign aid.

>“We need a separate Border and Immigration Bill,” he wrote. “It should not be tied to foreign aid in any way, shape, or form!”

Lastly, probably one of the most understated parts of the foreign aid package continues to be that the benefits accrued by the domestic MIC are possibly far greater due to investments in production lines, factories, R&D and basic defense infrastructure, than what's being sent overseas:

>[US Defense Industry Would Get $35 Billion Boon in Senate Ukraine, Border Deal](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-02-05/us-defense-industry-would-get-35-billion-boon-in-senate-ukraine-border-deal?srnd=politics-vp)

>* Lockheed Martin, RTX, General Dynamics among those boosted
>* Spending on artillery, air defense, submarines included
What do Operations Research Analysts do in the military? Do they analyse the projected casualties and materiel losses during wargames? Do they make statistical projections such as, 'Our enemies will have x capabilities in x amount of years'?

The duties say, 'Keeps abreast of emerging technologies...' so I assume that they would need to be doing reading on technologies that adversaries use?
*Prince of Wales* will replace *Queen Elizabeth* for the upcoming NATO exercises due to [mechanical issues with the starboard propeller shaft](https://twitter.com/RoyalNavy/status/1753889301157282215). The unfortunate legacy of propulsion issues with this class of carriers continues, though [MoD insists](https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-england-hampshire-68192756) that the latest example is not connected to the [starboard propeller shaft failure](https://ukdefencejournal.org.uk/hms-prince-of-wales-shaft-failure-investigation-results/) which crippled *Prince of Wales* in 2022. 

That being said, I admit that the real reason is because I wanted to say Queen Elizabeth is Getting Shafted (Again).
[Ukraine war: No more easy deals for Russian convicts freed to fight](https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-68140873)

According to the BBC, Russia is now greatly tightening the rules for releasing convicts who signed up to fight in Ukraine to receive a pardon. 

>Now, they no longer get a pardon, face tougher conditions and instead of going home early, they must fight until the end of the war.

>"If you sign up now, be ready to die," writes a man called Sergei in a chatroom for former Russian prisoners fighting in Ukraine. 

>He says that since October he's been part of a new type of army unit with the name "Storm V" which convicts are now being assigned to. 

>She said his contract with the Russian Ministry of Defence was for a year, not six months, as it was for previous prisoners. And when her husband's time is up, he won't get a pardon and won't be able to go home immediately as the contract "will be automatically extended".

>Posts on social media from other Russians whose relatives are serving in Storm V units indicate they too will have to stay on the front line until the end of what Moscow calls its "special military operation".  

>Now the only way for prisoners to get a full release is if they get a state decoration, become incapacitated, reach the maximum age limit, or if the war itself ends.

>Instead of a pardon, former prisoners now get what is described as a conditional release at the end of their time with the army. That means if they are found guilty of committing a new crime their sentence will also reflect their previous convictions. 

>"The conditions are sort of better. You get full pay, like in the military, and all the other benefits and allowances," one convict writes.

>"Your chances of survival are about 25%. I've been a stormtrooper for five months. Out of our platoon of about 100 men, only 38 are still alive," another says.

>Many of the Storm V troops are trained at a range for as little as 10 days before being despatched. There are several dozen known cases of convicts who have found themselves on the front line after only three to five days of training. In comparison, Soviet conscripts in Afghanistan got up to six months' training before deployment.

>Since January 2023, BBC Russian has partnered with the Russian website Mediazona and a team of volunteers to identify the names of Russian fighters killed in the war. More than 8,000 prisoners have died serving in Ukraine, and at least 1,100 of them fought in Storm V units or the units they replaced. 

>We only include in our database those prisoners whose sentences have been confirmed by a published court verdict. But not all verdicts are digitised, and not all deaths are reported. In reality, the number of dead convicts is estimated to be far higher.

>In a chatroom, Sergei discusses the fate of Russian convicts like himself still fighting in Storm V units. "Luck isn't going to be enough," he writes, talking about his chance of survival on the front line. "I already know I won't make it," he says.

Really interesting article all around. It suggests that Russia has made dramatic changes to its system of recruiting convicts, including providing them with pay and benefits similar to other soldiers, but no longer giving them a pardon after 6 months and forcing them to remain in the military indefinitely. Notably, conditions for these units remain awful, training remains abysmally bad, and these recruits are still seen as imminently expendable which leads one to believe that very few of these convicts are likely to survive the war. A sentiment which appears to be the norm even among members of these units. 

Personally, I think this is yet more evidence that the war isn't all sunshine and rainbows for Russia. If Russia really did have plentiful manpower, it wouldn't be recruiting convicts in the first place, let alone changing the terms so they're never to be released from service. That so many conscripts and volunteers are being kept in the service indefinitely also reinforces this notion. I expect Putin is still worried about the long-term consequences of mobilization and the destabilizing effects it will have on his regime and I also think the rosy recruitment figures provided by the Russian MOD aren't all they appear to be.
[Powerlight’s CEO on power beaming  lasers: from DARPA drones to the Moon](https://www.airforce-technology.com/interviews/powerlights-ceo-on-power-beaming-lasers-from-darpa-drones-to-the-moon/)

The US government has spent billions on directed energy weapon counter-drone systems. A demonstration of their use for a new mission makes use of the time these systems sit idle. In establishing perimeter sensors, a new receiver for laser energy can charge equipment at remote locations. Blue Origin has engaged the team for its work with the DARPA initiative, LunA-10, looking at establishing a lunar presence. It's not clear what that would look like, but power would be essential.
[removed]
[Georgian law enforcement prevented an attempt to smuggle 14 kg of C4 explosives into Russia.](https://www.ekhokavkaza.com/a/32805718.html) The cargo, disguised as electric car batteries, departed from Odessa and travelled through Romania, Bulgaria, and Turkey, and was destined for Voronezh.  
Explosives were discovered at the border crossing with Russia, however three explosive devices were also found in Tbilisi, the purpose of which is unknown.   
Nationals of several countries were involved, but, authorities speculate, only the organizer was aware of the true nature of the shipment, "a native of Batumi, Ukrainian citizen Andriy Sharashidze, who in 2020 ran for the Odessa Region Rada from the "Servant of the People" party".   
The MO is similar to the way the Crimea Bridge bombing was organized, except the amount of explosives is smaller.
To follow up on the discussion yesterday wether Russian military  is getting stronger the consensus that materially it is not. I  tend to agree with that.

However, could it be argued that the Russian military is becoming Doctrinally stronger as they are adapting  to modern warfare ?
How many tanks, apc, afv, & ifv can Ukraine produce a month? Most of comments here are about Russian production of said vehicles. Is there still any donation of Western made armored vehicles from NATO today?
Deepstate latest update on Avdiivka front.

https://i.imgur.com/3ZY9y5B.jpeg

> ⚔️ Another extremely difficult day in the north of Avdiivka

> 👥 Despite certain statements by officials, the situation in the city continues to deteriorate. Today, the bastards literally crawled out of all cracks. Katsaps are focusing on strengthening and staffing the old Avdiivka and the country settlement near the AKHZ. In addition, the enemy tried to occupy the bridge over the railway.

> 💥 Battles are still going on in most positions. Somewhere the enemy managed to advance, and somewhere the Defense Forces managed to repulse the attacks. A more accurate picture will emerge in the coming days.

> 🚩 Traditionally, many questions arise regarding the preparation of defense structures, both around the city and in the city itself. But we will come back to this topic later.

With that deep push towards the railroad I think it’s time to issue a general withdrawal order while Southern units like 110th and 116th can mostly still evacuate.

EDIT:

Suryiak confirmed the advances as well

https://i.imgur.com/fC0HlkD.jpeg
Last week IDF division 162 moved back into Gaza City near Shifaa hospital and Shati camp in western Gaza (google translate):

>162 raid the center of Gaza City and the north: "Preventing Hamas from restoring its capabilities"
The forces began a divisional raid last week, led by the Nahal and 401st brigade combat teams, and returned to areas where the IDF operated in the past


>The division is in the midst of an operation in the Shatti area, against Hamas strategic targets above and below the ground. This is an area that at the beginning of the maneuver required us to reach three divisions and three days. Now it took two combat teams, which arrived in the same area in an hour and a half. The forces in the division are preventing Hamas from restoring its capabilities , eliminate hundreds of terrorists and arrest dozens of other terrorists."

https://www.davar1.co.il/487188/

This is an important development as it demonstrates that the IDF will re enter Gaza City and any area it leaves as needed to "mow the grass" and prevent Hamas from regaining control. Similar to the many clearing operations the IDF holds in the WB despite no permanent presense in the Palestinian cities.

Looks like indeed something similar to the WB model is being used.
[removed]
[during an attack in southern Avdiivka and Ukrainian tank ran in a mine](https://twitter.com/Majakovsk73/status/1754653454121717839?t=7BcXdfey4lLJSWBQW2awgA&s=19)

So it seems that Russia has already mined every corner of Sorbona street in less that 2 weeks.

So why Ukraine isn't mining everything and how Russia can be so efficent in layering minefields?

EDIT:

[This](https://x.com/Osinttechnical/status/1754657207323422772?s=20), while not being a tank, could be the "tank" that the original tweet was talking about, the position match and the cause of the abandonament its a mine
After hearing this much negative things about Hungary. What are the chances Hungary will turn against NATO in a case of all out war and provide Russia with a Land Route and Air coverage near the Frontline If they manage to take over Ukraine and start acting against the Baltic states? I would at least consider them a threat.
[removed]
Its nice that someone else is saying that,  been saying it for the last 12 months the bottleneck is energetics.  Thats why Nexter and the french govt are purchasing 100% of the excess production of RNM  (Rheinmetal, NOIA Munitions) energetics and shipping them halfway around the world from AUS to France
They do have a point, in that an FPV drone is the most accessible PGM available without needing an entire factory.

Its the Molotov cocktail of this era.
> The fact that the Ukrainian Air Force denied such superiority to the russian forces at the onset of the invasion in 2022 with only 40 combat-capable aircraft against the overall 1,000 combat jets of the russian Aerospace Forces should at least make NATO think twice about the real prospects and timeframes of taking a decisive control of the airspace when faced against the Russian federation.

My question to this - how effective are Russia's SEAD operations compared to the US/NATO? I understand the point but I don't think that this is too good of a comparison.
What a bizarre commentary.  No doubt, if Ukraine had access to the alphabet salad of long range fires attached to modernish planes they would happily use them.  It’s not like they aren’t trying to develop long range fires of their own, nor is it a mutually exclusive choice with domestically built FPV. 

I do wonder if this tune that FPV are inadequate will change when either side starts demonstrating synchronized hits on a target.  One pilot many drones.
I think it's somewhat common for Western mil commentators to dismiss FPV drones as bs ("We're NATO, drones are just toys, we don't need those"). However, I truly believe they represent a valuable new weapon system.

FPVs are not meant to replace artillery or F-35s ([haha](https://twitter.com/TrentTelenko/status/1706066118039728161)). In my view, FPVs are akin to a new type of RPG. They carry similar warheads and their use will likely be doctrinally similar.

Some associate FPV drones with the consumer-grade, ad-hoc versions seen in Ukraine or Russia, but this makes no sense. What I envision is Western militaries and arms manufacturers developing our own version of a military-grade FPV that is durable, fast, and resistant to jamming (random frequency hopping). I want them to be cheap and as widespread and disposable as RPGs: a weapon that any soldier can use whenever necessary for their mission. There are numerous situations where you might prefer an FPV drone over an RPG or a short-range mortar. I don’t believe FPV drones should be a unique, specialized, SOF-only type of weapon. It's a new sub-type of an RPG.

---

TL;DR: FPVs are not akin to VBIEDs, suicide vests, or IEDs; they are an innovative system that we should embrace and improve upon.
This guy sounds like a curmudgeon, and that "civilized" quip is definitely a self report, but he does have a somewhat valid point.

A lot of the "revolutionary" rhetoric surrounding FPV drones is annoyingly hyperbolic. Military drones have been a thing since WW2. The Ryan company drones were a big part of Vietnam. The US military has had a wide variety of drones of all sorts of sizes and capabilities since the 80s.

I'm not saying FPV drones are useless. Ukraine is putting them to great use. However, that doesn't mean NATO is "dangerously behind" on drone technology.

I'd make an analogy to technicals. A truck with a machine gun on the back is clearly very useful in a variety of conflicts. Does that mean NATO is dangerously behind because it uses more expensive and more capable vehicles than a Tacoma with a browning on it? Are we "dangerously behind" on technical technology?

When the US military wants something like an FPV drone it just issues an RFP for people to build what it wants, like with the Switchblade.

An additional annoying line of discussion is how when some one points out there's plenty of conventional military technology that can do a job, the complexities and caveats of those technologies are brought up by the "drone revolution" folks, meanwhile, the incredible limitations of using drones from hobby parts are not discussed. Hobby FPV radios are trivial to locate and jam. Flying them well takes considerable practice. Batteries struggle with cold temperatures.

The drone folks will immediately respond "but that's just current drones better stuff is coming" but that's a one size fits all argument anyone can use. I can start imagining an unpiloted revival of the Comanche if I want to just argue out of thin air.
He has a pretty good point.  While FPVs are a novel tactic being developed and used on the go in this war, US/NATO capabilities make them fairly irrelevant.  Their range alone limits them in a huge way.

Also add in what wasn't said here: the US already has this kind of tech ready to go.  From the switchblades given to Ukrainian forces early on to the reapers that have been chucking missiles at al qaeda leadership for years - the US already has the items and the strategies in place.  

While these cheap improvised drones could change smaller conflicts between peers, the US doesn't seem to have any peers, militarily speaking.
>"In civilized NATO armies fighting in-depth, what the Ukrainians and russians are trying to do with hundreds of drones would be done by one F-16 with a CBU-97 cluster bomb, a battery of four M109 with SADARMs firing 16 SADARM missiles, or 2–4 Ah-64Es firing 16–32 Hellfire II/JAGM. Or even our Otokary-Brzoza with Brimstone II. Whatever would still crawl up to 1–5 km from FEBA (Forward Edge of the Battle Area - ed.) would have to be met with... something that Ukraine still almost does not have on a battalion scale: for a mechanized company, for example, with 24 EuroSpike/MELS or Spike ATGMs, and in the worst case, with the same number of TOW- 2Bs," the Jarosław Wolski wrote.

Good grief. There's always some old general saying that "cavalry is still relevant" or that "a platoon of infantry will always be better than that new-fangled machine gun".
[removed]
What about barrel production? In an ideal system, one barrel would be produced for every X shells produced, otherwise you won't be able to fire those shells.
> stating that reunification with South Korea is no longer possible.

Why is saying that reunification with South Korea no longer possible seen as increasing the likelihood of conflict, rather than reducing it?  I've heard other experts say this as well, and it never has made sense to me.  

Rapprochement with South Korea was never possible if reunification was the stated goal of North Korea.  (its hard to picture a reunification scenario that is acceptable to both North and South Korea.)  Two independent states with more normal relations does seem a possibility though. 

If Hamas stated that a 2-state solution was now the goal, rather than Palestine from River to Sea, that would be seen as reducing the likelihood of conflict.  Why is a similar statement in Korea seen in the opposite lens?
Reunification by negotiation in particular, a two systems one country type agreement, Kim Jong Un at the new years plenum meetings said that unification by agreement is no longer possible as the two Koreas are no longer compatible or of the same "blood". They have also changed their terms for South Korea from various anti imperialist or divided ones, to simply the Republic of Korea, they have not given up the concept of Korea as a whole nation, but not by unification but subjugation.

What signaled this change are various factors, a changing demographic situation in the South with people no longer interested in interaction with North Korea, North Korea being brought out of the cold with Russia and China improving relations with the UN now effectively paralysed on any further action, an economic recovery in North Korea over the last 2 decades that makes them less reliant on aid, and the possible retreat of US influence or willingness to defend South Korea in the coming due to changing foreign policies.
I believe it's a matter of the US going into an election year. With problems in Ukraine and Gaza, North Korea thinks it can get concessions out of the US and South Korea, particularly with a Trump presidency. No other president would give North Korea the time of day for the concessions they're expecting, so this is their best shot.
Not specifically on USVs, but a quick broader reflection: every day that Prosperity Guardian continues, there's a risk that the Houthis will cause serious damage and large number of casualties on a US navy vessel. Time is not on the USN's side here; it's the old "they only need to be lucky once" problem. And if we end up with an attack that causes significant fatalities or even sinks a boat, then the US is in an awful position. Politics means they'll have to escalate but Yemen has been bombed to smithereens for close to a decade now and nothing short of boots on the ground will allow the US to prevent further attacks on shipping. Easy to see why the administration is desperately looking for a ceasefire in Gaza.
I don't know how any country could look at their working age russian diapora community and not suspect 15%+ are involved in espionage at some level. The pace at which diplomats have to get sent home regularly is astonishing.

https://imgur.com/a/L9jbNiu

Here, one can see a British tanker aircraft returning from Jordan earlier tonight. The aircraft evidently was en route to Iraq but refrained from entering Iraqi airspace, remaining strictly within friendly airspace. Earlier on, there was also visual confirmation of the KC-2 being escorted by a Eurofighter, although the Eurofighter eventually deactivated its transponder. Unfortunately, we lack information on whether the Eurofighter continued to trail the tanker or not, but such a presumption seems plausible.
It’s just rent-seeking behavior. He’s constantly on thin ice with other NATO/EU members, so holding out until the last minute is a great way to extract value from the situation.
He wants something
The Russians know that Swedish membership of NATO is a condition the Swedes put on supplying Ukraine with the Gripen, so the Kremlin is throwing the kitchen sink to stop it. Which means getting Turkey and/or Hungary to not agree to it. Clearly, either the Russians promised a lot to Orban, or put tremendous pressure on him (or both) to stop him from accepting Sweden's bid.
I had just typed something out so I will just reply to your comment. 

We have just received a bit more clarity on the future of the Dutch F-16's. The official source in Dutch can be found here: https://www.defensie.nl/actueel/nieuws/2024/02/05/nederland-haalt-f-16s-uit-de-verkoop. 

For context, the Netherlands is fully moving on from the F-16 to the F-35. The last F-16 will fly for the Dutch air force in September of this year. Before the war in Ukraine, the plan was to sell most of the remaining F-16's to the company "Draken International" which would use them to take on the role of adversary in exercises with the USAF and USN. That deal has now been fully cancelled, while previously it had only been partially cancelled. This frees up 6 additional F-16's. 

These 6 additional F-16's will be added to the 18 F-16 's for which it was already announced earlier that they would be "made ready" for delivery to Ukraine. So that makes 24 F-16's that are being "made ready" for Ukraine. 

Another 18 of the Dutch F-16's are dedicated to the training centre in Romania. Both Romanian and Ukrainian pilots will be trained here on the F-16 (training of Romanian pilots has already started). As of now, we have confirmation of 5 Dutch F-16's that have already arrived here. An extra 5 F-16's were supposed to be delivered in December but it looks like that hasn't happened yet.
Building new B-52s is a waste. If a non stealth bomb truck is needed, rapid dragon fills that roll better anyway. And with how good the B-21 is shaping out to be, it’s a waste to invest in other bombers anymore than you have to.
Hard to conceive of a large war that will last long enough that new airframes started after the war began would be built in time to fight in it.  

If looking for capacity for lower-intensity conflict than costly B21s are needed post retirement of current B52s (planned thru 2050 IIRC), would think an unmanned bomb truck would be more cost effective than building more B52s.
No one knows.  Even deepstate isn't sure as to the situation on the ground, for now the breakthrough is uncontained.  

If they manage to stent the Russians around the areas they (allegedly) are in rn, then a crazy person could continue holding Avdiivka, and the Ukrainians have been crazy in the past.

But that's putting the cart before the horse, Russians are going to try and flood their breakthrough with infantry, so Ukraine has to counter with reserves, otherwise it's not just a matter of losing the city but potentially seeing units get encircled.
They aren't reinforcing in meaningfully. Some mood by Yuriy Butusov who is/was in Avdiivka recently.

"Today in Avdiivka I saw and heard several shocking and unforgettable events.
In Avdiivka, two drone operators of the 110th mechanized brigade, after their building was destroyed by a direct hit by an aerial bomb, miraculously survived, dug themselves out from under the debris, returned to the base, and refused hospitalization, "because we cannot leave ours."
I saw from a drone how an assault group of Russians attacked a house today, where two of our soldiers were shot to the last, the house burned down, no one surrendered. "There are only two of them left there, because there are not enough people." The Russians could not get there, because the operators, who for months sleep no more than four hours a day, bombarded the assault group with volunteer drones.
Then I saw how from another position, which the enemy captured yesterday, they were leading our wounded soldier into captivity. "Probably one of the repairmen." Yesterday, the enemy interrogated our captured fighter from the repair company, comrades comment: "they were told that everyone who can hold a machine gun is needed to protect Avdiivka, and they left, because we need to hold these streets to the road, and these grandfathers left, most of them died in battle."
All day I saw how our people desperately fight for Avdiivka, in what conditions, how they literally lack everything, and they ask volunteers to buy them weapons and supplies, which the state does not provide, because the state does not have enough money and prepared reinforcements for the protection of Avdiivka, and therefore the heroes pay for this shortage with their blood.
And in the evening, I saw an investigation by Bigus.info, how other military personnel, 30 personnel officers of the DZND of the SBU, healthy, full, well-fed, in good cars given to them by the state, with money given to them by the state, spend three days during the war in Kyiv hotels, illegally installing video cameras in the bedrooms of female journalists.
And I thought that those who did it, and those who sent these trained SBU servicemen to the hotel, when elderly repairmen are forced to fight to death in the trenches of Avdiyivka, and those who find money for illegal surveillance, for taking rooms, dinners, cars cover, cameras, and not find cars, drones, antennas, cameras, EW for Avdiyivka - real shameless scum and traitors of Ukraine."
Newly, by [Jake Sherman](https://twitter.com/JakeSherman/status/1754669987111809029):

> NEWS: @LeaderMcConnell recommended a NO vote on the supplemental Wednesday in a closed Senate GOP meeting

It seems that the GOP/Trump aims to quash the bill in the Senate. From the point of view of Trump/GOP, it makes strategic sense to thwart it in the Senate because if the Senate were to pass it with bipartisan support, it would place House Republicans in an awkward position.
I know you talked about this before and it should be obvious but where is the submarine going? It can't be Ukraine or Israel so I guess Taiwan? Is this to help them build theirs or to give them one?
Anyone who wasn't pessimistic about Ukraine aid passing looks pretty silly right now. There's almost 0% chance this bill passses.
> Second, Trump stated today that he'd like to see the two matters (i.e. border and foreign aid), separated. Does that make the chances of passage of the latter any higher? Too early to tell. 

Of course, most of us assume that to Trump, stopping the border bill is important so that he can campaign on it, but that he is equally determined to sabotage Ukraine aid, either because he resents Ukraine for not taking down Biden (and that whole impeachment thing), or because he's really being paid by Russia or is expecting election help from Russia.  Or maybe he just likes Russia.  But guaranteed he will do everything he can to sabotage Ukraine aid.
> Trump stated today that he'd like to see the two matters (i.e. border and foreign aid), separated. 

Remind me, please, what government position does he hold, right now?
I'm doing a PhD in operations research, and I think I may be able to answer some of your questions. But do keep in mind that I have no experience or special knowledge in its application to the military.

Operations Research generally involves trying to attribute values to constrained variables with the objective of optimizing a certain function. Anytime you are able to mathematically model a real-world problem and use optimization to solve it, you are talking about Operations Research. Some sub-fields focus less on mathematical rigor, but I'm more comfortable talking in these terms.

For example, it might mean trying to minimize the use of raw iron when making a particular type of artillery. One of the most important problems in optimization is the Cutting-Stock problem, which tries to minimize the waste of steel. It might also be used for more logistics-based stuff - how many troops to where, what is a good upper bound on the number of artillery strikes on this particular location, etc. Naturally, since all this deals with models, it means that the solutions are only partially applicable. (For the curious, there is a subfield called Robust Optimization, that tries to optimize the worst-case scenario, when there's uncertainty in the model, and also Stochastic optimization, which optimizes the expected value.)

Keeping abreast of emerging technologies might mean two things. One, as you've suggested, is knowing your own and your enemies' technologies. Since you can use OR to improve the designs of your materiel, an OR specialist would need to be a quasi-specialist on the piece they're improving upon. The other is keeping up with advances in the field of Optimization itself. Recently, as with many other fields, AI and machine learning have led to some important advances, especially when doing inexact optimization. They can provide suboptimal but good solutions faster than most exact methods. 

Interestingly, the first big push in the world of Operations Research was precisely World War 2. You can read about Georg Dantzig, Von Neumann, and Linear Programming (the most important founding stone of Optimization, even today).

&#x200B;

I'm short on time, but I might expand on this later, if there's interest.
Operations Research is basically the field at the intersection of mathematics and computer science which is concerned with optimization.   


In practice that means optimizing logistics, such as delivery routing, resource assignation, even project management optimization and decision making. 


If you get more in the weeds of OR outside of the military analysts, you can also see a lot of OR descendance/convergence/application in the optimal control/RL fields, as well as in financial engineering, economics/econometrics, and economic planning. In fact, you could make the argument that OR was born from the USSR's economic planning efforts, as one of my OR professors did.
It's the USAF's equivalent of [industrial engineering](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Industrial_engineering). They take people with degrees in IE itself or math, data science, etc. and use them for process improvement. It's a lot broader and more focused on the organization itself than something strictly applied towards analyzing logistics or enemy capabilities.
My immediate guess would be logistics stuff, how much food/fuel/spare parts do we need when/where? How long before we rotate units/vehicles, basically anything and everything that goes into planning and optimizing the 'tail'.
I wonder if this is reflective of tightening recruitment numbers, realizing that releasing PTSD-addled criminals back into the general public is a bad idea, or both.
The Russian version of this article was published a dozen days ago - https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/s/Je7c4ZShly

I don't know if it also figures here, but one of the big advantages of the new system, beyond forcing whatever extractable manpower is left to stay on the battlefield, is also that it means Putin no longer pardons prisoners and eliminates the horrible looking headlines which appeared every time he pardoned a serial killer etc at the end of his 6 months of service.
> If Russia really did have plentiful manpower, it wouldn't be recruiting convicts in the first place, let alone changing the terms so they're never to be released from service.

What makes you say this? Recruiting convicts doesn't mean manpower issues, it just means that the government realizes that they can mobilize hundreds of thousands of men that are expendable, motivated, have very little to lose and whose conscription will not create gaps in the workforce, since they are not a part of it.
Imagine you're an astronaut living in a moon base and just when you're about to put your space hot pocket in the microwave, power goes out because the Houtis have launched a suicide drone towards an American outpost.
As I understand it, this is more about “local” power distribution on the moon rather than to/from Earth. See figure one of this paper, for example  

https://ntrs.nasa.gov/api/citations/20205005063/downloads/Lunar-laser_beaming-AIAA_Paper%20Complete.pdf
Georgia will have elections on October 26 this year. The ruling Georgian Dream will likely lose seats, but they're still the largest party in polls. However, they have to be careful to not look too pro-Russian.
Depends on who they are fighting against. A modern day Rhine in 7 days will require a very different doctrine than the one that they got. A modern day Soviet/China split where Russian army attack the Chinese Northeast will be different still from that. A modern day "Great games" war where Russians attack the Caucuses into Iran will be different still.
There are dozens of ways someone could gauge "strength." Even narrowing it down to doctrine has dozens of areas.

They've definitely ironed out a lot of deficiencies in the last two years. Of course, Ukraine doesn't provide the opportunity to iron them all out.
Limited exclusively to this conflict, yes. Russia’s old way of fighting this war was wildly unsustainable and impractical, something had to change.

But looking beyond that, no. The force Russia has made to attack Ukraine is more sustainable, but wildly ill suited to basically any other type of conflict.
On some field yes, but there is a caveat, Ukraine hasn't been provided with the equipment that makes a modern armed force, their air force is basically nonexistent, and they have a limited amount of artillery shells.  


 In the field of small drones the Russians surely have made advances, and the Lancet still remains a major thorn in Ukrainians side, but other than that the Ukrainian experience is quite self contained, and not really applicable to other battlefields
What Russia is learning to do is right against a stubborn yet numerically inferior force with limited advanced technology. This might help them in a future conflict against Georgia or another small country. But that won’t help them in a fight against NATO.
Are they adapting to modern warfare ? Ukraine has practically no air force. Has severely limited artillery and PGMs of all kinds.

At best, Russia might be tipping the balance slightly in its favour. That remains to be seen and is laregely (if not overwhelmingly) dependent on what the EU/US/NATO will provide Ukraine with.
[removed]
On the topic of domestic production, allegedly they managed to produce [30 2S22 Bohdanas](https://en.defence-ua.com/industries/ukraines_2s22_bohdana_howitzer_30_units_in_service_none_destroyed_and_the_positive_problem_with_the_chassis-8849.html), their budget version of the Ceasar/Archer at the rate of 6/month. Not to mention all the long range drones being used to strike inside Russia.

There have also been discussion about reopening production of the T84 Oplot, but so far nothing substantial has come of it.
Ukraine is still buying boxers and other armoured vehicles from abroad. Rheinmetal is also going to produce boxers in Ukraine. Not sure about native systems, but I imagine they'll restart production in areas that are too far from the front to be frequently targeted by Russia.
> Is there still any donation of Western made armored vehicles from NATO today?

Plenty

Czechia is still refurbishing T-72s, France is producing CAESAR SPGs, Germany is producing BATT UMGs and refurbishing Leopard 1s, etc...

Rheinmetall is planning to produce Fuchs APCs and Lynx IFVs for Ukraine. At the end of December Rheinmetall stated that they expect a contract for that soon (I expect something to happen after the Germany-Ukraine defence agreement gets signed in the next weeks).

Yesterday, media reported that Germany is also looking at financing the production of Boxer IFVs for Ukraine. That would be the second Boxer based vehicle that is getting produced for Ukraine after the RCH155 SPG.
I do worry that political considerations might play too much of a role. There was a lot of speculation that Russia is pushing hard to take the city now so Putin can go into the presidential election on a "high note," relatively speaking. I can see why UA would want to deny him that, but hopefully it doesn't carry too much weight.

It doesn't seem like losing Aavdvika will have very much of a strategic impact at this point, assuming they've built up defensive lines behind it. It was always in a precarious salient, the city is a ruin, and the only minor strategic loss I can see is being pushed away from Donetsk, which they could still hit with HIMARS anyway if a high value target appeared.
I would think at one least large scale counterattack will be attempted before such an order is issued. Russian forces are really a peacemeal bunch in the Avdiivka effort and it would not take much to buckle their lines along weakpoints.
The issue remains, what exactly is going to be the de facto administration of Gaza?  

Are there any signs of permanent occupation authorities or anything of the sort?

Because as it stands, expecting the Hamas-installed civilian government to be anything but cooperative with Hamas is really naive.
Low effort, discussed already
Ukraine is mining what they can, minefields cannot stop pushes without constant observation, which is hard to do when you're low on artillery ammo and it's storming.

As for the tweeter's statement that the Russians aren't running into mines, not sure that's true.  A lot of the footage Ukraine's publishing (and they're publishing a lot nowadays) shows them attacking vehicles that are already immobilized and/or abandoned.  Query as to why he's assuming what immobilized those wasn't mines.  Especially since mines are by design the least filmed anti-vehicle weapon.
Russia has lost 600 tanks and IFVs in that axis in less than four months to 40 of Ukraine’s so to take one loss and say something has happened doctrinally is a stretch. It’s impossible to know for sure what’s a Russian or Ukrainian mine from a video. The tank driver could easily have made a wrong turn. We did supply them with RAAM that was put to good use but we probably stopped giving them those before the money dried up to prioritize 155 millimeter.
Russia has remote mining systems like Zemledeliye, I don't recall Ukraine having those.
I would counter by asking what they gain by doing that?

They almost certainly lose. The country suffers a bunch of damage. The regime would be overthrown. Seems like a lot of risk for little gain.

They just realize as the sole dissenter they have lots of bargaining power. They are flexing that leverage to the maximum degree they can. It's annoying but rational.
I think there's no chance at all, Orban's Hungary is opportunistic, but not actually antagonistic to NATO and they know Russia is no real match to NATO nor alternative to the EU. Their only aim is to extract maximum benefits while taking as little risks as possible. If today's behaviour is anything to go by, they might not honour their article 5 obligations and try to get something back for any help they could provide but still stick with NATO in the end.
Hungary has been purging its military: https://cepa.org/article/hungarys-sudden-army-purge-nato-asks-whats-going-on/

> dismissal of hundreds of high-ranking officers, some of them only recently promoted

>  struggles to fill up to 10,000 roles in the lower ranks (the current personnel ceiling is 37,460.)

> diplomatic corps, which also experienced mass layoffs and the influx of a new cohort of officials with a “business-focused” approach and political connections, there is a very clear risk that the country’s key institutions, which guarantee the security and ethos of the state 

[This](https://www.direkt36.hu/en/szijjarto-egykori-futsalos-munkatarsa-szarnyal-az-uzleti-vilagban-szazmilliokat-kapott-hozza-a-kulugytol-is/) goes into more detail about how a football player was hired by the ministry of foreign affairs although:

> MFA admitted at that time that Benkő did not have the right qualifications for the position, but argued that the law allowed him to be employed under certain conditions.
Sorry for the short answer, but 0%. For future reference I'd suggest you try to find a source that posits your hypothetical if you are going to ask a question like this. As 'what ifs' are usually removed for being low effort.

But to give you the benefit of the doubt. You have just the completely wrong end of the stick when it comes to Hungarian motivations. Hungary is not a Russian ally, merely an extremely financially self-interested junior member of the EU with a ruling party that always tries to exact maximum concessions from the EU on any wedge issue. This brinkmanship with the EU is a core element of their support among their domestic base.

The idea that they join hostilities on the Russian side is honestly ludicrous.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
It's a low quality comment because all you did was share a link and say "Extremely sad what is going on". 

Comments:

>Should be substantive and contribute to discussion.

Your comment is low quality because it is drive-by link dropping with an unhelpful comment.

Please give other users something to work with. Add details about what is in your link, the importance of the development and/or questions about recent developments with regards to the link contents. The map change does not speak for itself and the shared link with an emotional comment is not conducive to constructive conversation. Update or resubmit the comment and it will be approved.
Do the Thales plants (Benalla et al) rely on NIOA too, or do they have their own sources?
This whole article comes across a little disingenuous. It’s pretty clear that the Ukrainian Air Force only played a limited role in reneging Russian aircraft freedom of action and this was primarily done using several hundred GBAD assets in an effective integrated air defense network.
>how effective are Russia's SEAD operations compared to the US/NATO?

Like comparing 6 year olds playing Little League with the New York Yankees.
> resistant to jamming (random frequency hopping)

This will quickly stop working, if it hasn't long ago. It is trivial to use broad-band jamming, locally disabling entire frequency bands. 

The only thing missing right now is integration with friendly comms (you want to leave a few (hopping, of course) channels open so people can still talk to you while you defend against a drone).

A western suicide drone would either come with extensive infrastructure (e.g. a flying relay drone with good directional antennas/lasers, so you can tight-beam control commands to the drone, making isotropic jamming harder) or advanced autonomous capability, allowing it to finish the mission without control inputs once jamming starts.

If you use conventional FPV drone against a NATO force in the very near future, I'd also expect your transmitter antenna to catch a 155mm shell seconds after beginning to send control commands. Unless you use a good directional antenna system, transmitters are trivially easy to triangulate. All you need is a lot of networked antennas all along the front. And that's cheap.
>A lot of the "revolutionary" rhetoric surrounding FPV drones is annoyingly hyperbolic. Military drones have been a thing since WW2. The Ryan company drones were a big part of Vietnam. The US military has had a wide variety of drones of all sorts of sizes and capabilities since the 80s.

The key difference here, I think, is cost. Yes drones have been a thing for a long time but they were nowhere near as cheap as consumer drones have become. Their cost effectiveness allows them to be ubiquitous.

>I'd make an analogy to technicals. A truck with a machine gun on the back is clearly very useful in a variety of conflicts. Does that mean NATO is dangerously behind because it uses more expensive and more capable vehicles than a Tacoma with a browning on it? Are we "dangerously behind" on technical technology?

I don't think this is a good analogy. Something like a technical is a bad fit for NATO forces because it leaves the operators very vulnerable compared to something like an IFV and NATO forces value their personnel very highly. NATO forces will (generally) eschew very materially efficient systems if they come with an unacceptable risk to the personnel.

FPV drones are both incredibly materially efficient and help protect personnel. I don't think drones are going to revolutionise modern forces, but I do think they provide enough of an edge that it will become standard to see a drone operator at the platoon or even section level.
All these cheapo FPV consumer drones are useful because they are so numerous and disposable that they can impact the squad level and in spaces and areas that are not permissive for western style air supremacy. Reapers and those sorts of drones would not survive in this current environment, just like how an A-10 would not survive. So how do you stop a mechanized offensive if you can't get air supremacy? Clearly the cheapest option is fly 20-30 FPVs with RPGs strapped to them. That was not thought possible even 5 years ago but we have seen video evidence of it just this week.

Now who makes all the cheapo FPV drones? China, who also is a peer militarily to the US, and who also has tons of options for air supremacy denial. 

We have better look into very reliable counter measures and build up our own supply chains for these things and for conventional weapons, we can't assume we will have Desert Storm levels of air supremacy and unlimited multi-million smart munitions.
I think they grossly underestimate the potential of drones. They shouldn’t just see them for where they are now, but what capabilities they could have in the future. People routinely talk about how current drone use is like looking at planes when they were first used for war.
Or 'scattered skirmishers with rifles hiding behind obstacles cannot stop ranks of marching veterans with muskets.'
Funny thing, cavalry was thought of dead long before it actually died, so i don't think you are making the point you want to make.  


Expensive stuff is still relevant, yes FPV are cheaper, and have their uses, but and ATGM is way more effective, also remember of the FPV we only see the successful hits, we don't see the times something bad happens
Doesn't this ignore the experience of every war the US has been in its history? 

>  but the only reason many Americans tolerate other Americans is because things are too good still to risk losing out on the benefits of the American economy.

You might be in a social media bubble if this is your take. I wouldn't be so crass as to say touch grass, but outside of the daily discourse, most people don't really hate each other.
The US doesn't really need tons of new barrels. Much like Russia, the US has massive stockpiles of surplus Cold War gear that can be stripped for parts. 

That's not to say that no barrel production is necessary, obviously the capability is needed, but its not a particularly pressing issue at all.
I do not believe the implication is that conflict is more likely, but if conflict were to occur, the use of nuclear weapons is highly probable. If North Korea no longer sees the Southerners as wayward relatives, they will have less difficulty justifying the use of nukes. 

I would encourage you to listen to the episode.
The reason it doesn't make sense is because you don't have the full context. What Kim Jong Un said is that ' **peaceful** reunification is no longer possible', that the Republic of Korea is their 'Number 1 enemy' and that they 'don't want war' but they're also 'not going to avoid it'. The entire speech was about being ready for war, how peace isn't working and that they'll destroy every enemy
>What signaled this change are various factors, a changing demographic situation in the South with people no longer interested in interaction with North Korea, North Korea being brought out of the cold with Russia and China improving relations with the UN now effectively paralysed on any further action, an economic recovery in North Korea over the last 2 decades that makes them less reliant on aid, and the possible retreat of US influence or willingness to defend South Korea in the coming due to changing foreign policies.

NK is the most opaque regime in the world, how confident are experts that these are the factors?
> North Korea being brought out of the cold with Russia and China improving relations


It's kinda scary. China snubbed Western sanctions on Iran, leading to the Middle East on fire (for us) with Iran's proxies effectively blocking the Suez Canal to Western maritime traffic. The story of Iran is not about a self-sufficient proud nation triumphantly overcoming Western sanctions to become a formidable regional force. Rather, it illustrates how China's economy and power have grown sufficiently to almost entirely neutralize Western sanctions on Iran. The same applies to Russia; the invasion of Ukraine and Putin's capacity to sustain it are feasible only with China's support.

It is not beyond the realm of possibility that China might be willing to assist Kim in exerting significant pressure on South Korea, making North Korea as much of a thorn in the side for the collective West as Iran is in the Middle East or Russia is in Europe.
That is one of the points that is brought up. NK has rejected unconditional talks with the Biden administration on numerous occasions. That seems like a significant gamble, even taking Trumps previous rosiness for Kim into consideration. If anything, the previous administration showed a great deal of unpredictability with its foreign policy.
>every day that Prosperity Guardian continues, there's a risk that the Houthis will cause serious damage and large number of casualties on a US navy vessel.

Even if Prosperity Guardian ceases, US Navy vessels still need to transit the Red Sea frequently. The US cannot allow Houthis to possess missiles which can block the sea.

>Politics means they'll have to escalate but Yemen has been bombed to smithereens for close to a decade now and nothing short of boots on the ground will allow the US to prevent further attacks on shipping.

Houthis can fire missiles but they cannot make them. The US can simply hold the missile maker responsible and escalate on their soil, Iranian soil.

>Easy to see why the administration is desperately looking for a ceasefire in Gaza.

There is \*some\* effort for a ceasefire in Gaza, but not serious at all. If the US was serious, they could cut aid to Israel, start calling the war "genocide", sanction Israeli war criminals, and send them to the Hague.

We don't see any of this. The administration is not desperate at all.
Saying that because Saudi Arabia’s bombing amounted to nothing, that only boots on the ground would work is incorrect. Based on the US’s previous attempts at boots on the ground in the region, that wouldn’t work either.

Instead of doubling down on failed GWOT tactics, we should learn from the IDF’s success in Gaza. Through the pressure they applied primarily with their bombing campaign they negotiated the release of a large number of hostages in exchange for very little on their end. It’s by far the best model we have for diplomacy with groups like this.

Trying to give them a cease fire in Gaza will just demonstrate to them and Iran that this tactic works, and should be copied. We should learn from past mistakes, and be able to copy tactics that work.
This is true and I don't know that our civilian leadership understands missile defense enough to realize that eventually one will get through and sailors will die. I also don't see a solution outside of boots on the ground. Smuggling missile parts in could possibly last forever and all we can do is play whack a mole.
I absolutely disagree with your assessment. If the Biden administration were truly desperate, they would designate the Houthis as a foreign terrorist organization.


This would make it more difficult for the Houthis to get new supplies from Iranian, but it would also be harder to get humanitarian aid into Yemen.


The Biden administration has even said that they might take this step if things get worse. If they don't even do that, it's very difficult to call them desperate.
15% is being generous. I'm in Japan, and I would estimate that about 70-80% of the Russian diaspora and probably about half of all the Russians living here are hardcore ideological z-nazis. Over here it's less espionage and more fundraising and sanctions avoidance, but I can't imagine that Russian communities in Europe could be less politically engaged than in Japan.
It seems like a good opportunity for Russian intelligence to recruit agents.  They can be persuaded with non-loss of status and immunity for family members, in return for gathering intelligence and other clandestine work.
Money, as usual. Maybe Sweden to pay for their media empire, showing that they are legitimate or similar things.
>The Russians know that Swedish membership of NATO is a condition the Swedes put on supplying Ukraine with the Gripen

Can you provide a source for this statement?
>Clearly, either the Russians promised a lot to Orban, or put tremendous pressure on him (or both) to stop him from accepting Sweden's bid.

That's borderline non-credible. If Orban was intentionally using Swedish NATO bid as a bargaining chip with Putin or was being blackmailed by Putin, Hungary would be expelled from NATO altogether.
I can see value in a JDAM truck such as the missions B-1s were flying against ISIS. Not very useful in a contested airspace but clearly an environment that exists and will continue to exist. Replicating that with ALCMs would get real expensive real fast. I agree that building new B-52s is pretty insane though.
If Ukraine is showing us anything it’s that peer conflicts can be very drawn out
>so Ukraine has to counter with reserves

At this point do we know if there are reserves to try this?
> illegally installing video cameras in the bedrooms of female journalists.

Ah, there's his angle.  I was wondering.
>where is the submarine going? 

It's for US Navy primarily with a couple of Virginia classes for Aussies
>Remind me, please, what government position does he hold, right now?


De facto leader of the Republican party which controls the US Congress.
So the other person who said it’s, ‘Industrial and Operations Engineering except the military name’ is correct. I’m curious bc I’m entering the workforce as a mechanical engineer and the duties talked about statistics and other problems. 

I then went, ‘Hey, if this job was like what the committee who designated the targets for strategic bombing did in WW2, I would definitely want to be a part of that’. I’ve read Tooze’s Wages of Destruction, the Strategic Bombing Report  and Miller’s Masters of the Air, so I know that there’s a lot of civilian input on targets.
Ty. I’m a bit sad my skills can’t be used too well for that then lol
Someone had a great write-up about this the last time it was being discussed, and, among other things, they said it's probably no bueno to have stories like "The Kamchatka Cannibal is on the loose again after a few months in Ukraine." I assume there's probably a lot more to it than that, but yeah, I don't imagine sending criminals, especially violent ones, back into society is a good thing after they spent X amount of time doing God knows what in Ukraine.
There are obvious benefits to recruiting convicts, as you noted, but the downsides are also very straightforward. There's a reason why it's rightfully seen as a desperate move for militaries to take, otherwise it would be a much more common practice. 

>it just means that the government realizes that they can mobilize hundreds of thousands of men that are expendable, motivated, have very little to lose and whose conscription will not create gaps in the workforce, since they are not a part of it.

If things were going great for Russia, they wouldn't need hundreds of thousands of expendable men, nor would there be as much concern over pulling men out of the workforce. Both the positives you noted are helpful to Russia specifically *because* things aren't going great for them. 

If you heard that the US was mobilizing hundreds of thousands of convicts into expendible penal battalions, then preventing said units from being discharged indefinitely, do you think it would be a sign whatever war the US was fighting was going well, that the US military was flush with manpower, and the US economy was in good shape?
100% agree. Russia doesn't have a shortage of manpower in absolute terms, it has a shortage of *politically expendable* manpower.
To add to the already excellent response, it's not a coincidence that the convict recruitment started within plus or minus one month of the blaring "we are having manpower issues" neon sign that was september 2022.
Ukraine had/has a larger airforce than more than half of European nations still…
Agree about the air force, but "severely limited artillery" compared to whom? Ukraine's artillery force is probably larger than any individual European country. I don't think any other of Russia's neighbors are capable of slinging 3000+ shells a day for years even after having lost so many artillery pieces.
Ukraine has a larger artillery force than any European nation at this point and probably the world aside from half a dozen countries…
Air superiority like in desert storm is a myth and cannot apply to a country that has large amounts of S300s and Buks or patriots.

Only stealth can save air forces and even that is mostly unproven.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
Also, RHM does produce skynex GBAD, so as long as they have some ballistic missile defences, they probably have the tools in their toolbox to defend themselves.

A cynic may even note that it's better to have an obvious target for drone strikes, so defences can be pre-positioned there, instead of needing to be spread out across the entire oblast.
>It doesn't seem like losing Aavdvika will have very much of a strategic impact at this point, assuming they've built up defensive lines behind it.

The biggest problem it is one more town that should Ukraine take back when time comes 

and there is less pressure on the biggest logistical hub in Russian Donbass city of Donetsk
>assuming they've built up defensive lines behind it.

Unfortunately this is a poor assumption. The Russians made quick progress in advancing to the North of Avdiivka when this current offensive began specifically because the Ukrainians hadn't properly fortified such a key flank of their fortress city. 

It's possible the Ukrainians have recently fortified areas behind Avdiivka with the knowledge that the city was unlikely to hold forever, but I wouldn't bet on it. As other commenters have noted in the past, the Ukrainian command followed the Soviet line of thinking that building fortifications behind your current lines means that soldiers will fight less hard to defend the current lines, knowing they have a position to fall back on. It's incredibly stupid and self-defeating, and has repeatedly hurt the Ukrainian war effort, most notably after the Russians took Popasna and threatened to encircle Lysychansk and Severodonetsk. 

As others have noted too, the loss of Avdiivka would be a significant boon to the Russian effort to secure their supply lines in the Donbas by relieving pressure on Donetsk city. It's not a huge loss for Ukraine, but it is significant.
Questions for this stance, not agreeing or disagreeing with you:

With what forces would the Ukrainians conduct this attack? The current units in the area have been fighting for months without rotation and may have limited offensive capabilities. How would the Ukrainians avoid the same difficulties that the Russians faced in October during the initial pushes? What’s a large counterattack in your opinion? Would that be aimed at retaking tactical positions, or perhaps releasing pressure on the flanks by attacking Krasnohorivka and/or Vodiane?
They've been counterattacking. Russians breached Stepove at one point a month or two ago, but the 47th salvaged the situation with an attack led by several Bradleys. This was when the famous "medic lady" video was filmed iirc. It was successful, but costly.


American aid has run out, and Europe fiddled and diddled in the hopes America would bail them out of defensive responsibilities like we always do. This time we didn't. Ukraine needs to fall back. It has no ammo for this.
What was the original comment about? It's been deleted, it seemed interesting given the reply...does it have something to do with potentially pulling out of Avdiivka?
We had visual evidence of several counterattacks against the southern prong near Tsarska Okhota and deepstate has the area there as having more Russian control than 10 days ago. My complete speculation would be to contain that the available reserves could've been compromised or even worse they pulled troops from elsewhere allowing this separate prong to happen.
I've answered this question probably 20 times by now ;).

There are many options proposed, but the simplest and most obvious is military administration.

The exact kind of administration used in Gaza and the west bank between 1967 and 1994. It worked for 30 years.

It's too early for occupation authorities, but indeed there is a shift in discussion in that direction with Israel taking control of aid distribution as a first step being increasingly discussed.

>IDF to be tasked with distributing humanitarian aid
to prevent diversion to Hamas. According to the initial proposals, a clearly designated humanitarian compound will first be established in the north and center of the strip, where Gazan civilians will arrive.

https://www.israelhayom.com/2024/01/31/idf-to-be-tasked-with-distributing-humanitarian-aid-to-prevent-diversion-to-hamas/#google_vignette
The US has given Ukraine a fair number of Remote Anti-Armor Mine systems. 40,000 155 shells as of Dec 27th: https://media.defense.gov/2023/Dec/27/2003366049/-1/-1/1/UKRAINE-FACT-SHEET-27-DEC.PDF
Ukraine received AT-2 mines that can be fired from M270 from Germany.
I doubt that was used here, given the Russians are holed up in those buildings, or nearby.
Even if successful... probably means return to Life Behind the Iron Curtain.  Command Economy.  Instead of watching  teams, get military parade.  Reward loyalty to Putin you get extra potato & get on "short" list to get latest Lada. 
I am so flabbergasted how a democratic country can get its democratic institutions hollowed out so quickly.

And even more flabbergasted I hear so little about it my news, Durch BTW.

And want to say baffled Hungarians don't stand up to protect their democracy, but then again, I might be in a vacuum regarding Hungarian internal, free journalism that is just not cross posted in my news.

****

Sounds very Erdogan like.
You don't need to be belligerent, stalling NATO/EU and serving as a Moscow mole is enough. 


Also Russia would not overtly attack NATO, but test art.V through some hybrid action hoping Trump, Orban, Fico to stall response, effectively ending NATO.
That ruling party acts awfully like an authoritarian regime in the making.
FWIW, the development he shared was one that other mappers already revealed yesterday and was discussed yesterday, which also doesn't help.
> Do the Thales plants (Benalla et al) rely on NIOA too, or do they have their own sources?

Assuming they have their own as think thales bought out ADF and noia rheinmetal munitions is only a few years old,  think they started producing in 2022
That's his point.  

He's saying Ukraine was able to defend their airspace despite Russia having a 1000 to 40 advantage in jets, because of air defense. Which should make NATO members question whether they can truly count on using an F-16 or Apache in the place of artillery/drones which can survive an environment with heavy air defenses.
Your comment is exactly what I meant (and I mean this positively!).

Everyone is focusing on how we can defend against FPV drones, but that wasn't what I was talking about. I want to use FPV drones offensively (by our own NATO troops against our adversaries). My concern isn't about how well we can defend against FPV drones, as that's beside my main point. FPV drones are not VBIEDs, suicide vests, or IEDs. They're not just threats we need to defend against; we can also actively employ them to our advantage (unlike VBIEDs, suicide vests, etc.)

My point is: FPV drones seem to be an outstanding, versatile weapon at the infantry level. In a typical infantry mission, NATO soldiers would absolutely benefit from access to an endless supply of our own effective and disposable FPV drones, similar to our virtually infinite supply of RPGs. I advocate for the same availability for FPV drones.

Taking the example of Western forces currently engaged in combat, such as the IDF in Gaza: I'm sure that IDF soldiers would greatly appreciate a plentiful, nearly unlimited supply of top-notch NATO military-grade FPV drones for their ops in Gaza. Their availability would make a whole lot of tasks easier and further reduce the risk of casualties. IE not how IDF can potentially defend against an FPV attack, but how could IDF use FPVs on HAMAS.
> So how do you stop a mechanized offensive if you can't get air supremacy? 

Artillery? Tanks, ATGM?

>Clearly the cheapest option is fly 20-30 FPVs with RPGs strapped to them.

That is entirely possible, but unlike RU and UA, cost isn't the limiting factor.
I also like the "civilized armies" casual chauvinism.
FPV drones are also a product of extremely static positional warfare with predictable and simplistic supply lines. I mean the troops themselves are building workshops in the tactical rear areas to unbox commercial drones, modify existing munitions (extremely dangerous work), and then rig them up, and then they go into the supply system to specific FPV drone units only. That's not how NATO prepares for war, because we're not anticipating starting one with frozen lines.

Furthermore, if NATO militaries wanted FPV drones (and NATO had them already before this war even started) they'd come from the manufacturer ready to use. Aka Switchblade 300/600, Phoenix Ghost, etc. 

The only reason Ukrainian and Russians are using commercial ones is because their defense industries can't keep up with demand, and because nobody is making what they want: super cheap and stupid simple mass produced drones that local troops can rig up themselves in the tactical rear areas to use during static positional warfare.
The Horses morphed their hooves in to tracks and became immune to machine guns.
If you believe the internet has had an insignificant impact on the potential domestic opinions of American citizens I don't know what to tell you. Yes the wars we've been in usually end up with us putting enough of our problems together to win. Again, that was before Twitter propaganda could be sold and bought by your local 14 year old, and against opponents we didn't have half our imports coming from.

It's been like 60 years since the USA was actually severely domestically strained because of war.
[removed]
A lot of it is Kremlinology, contacts within the NK business community in China, others are from looking at the situation within North Korea from state news sources like the Rodong Sinmun, and lastly Kim Jong Un is much more open than his father and addresses his people like his grandfather did, so there is a lot less ambiguity, obviously the problem with North Korea as you said is it is very opaque, so you will find varying opinions.
>The US can simply hold the missile maker responsible and escalate on their soil, Iranian soil.

Back when the anti-regime protests we're at their peak in Iran, me and a few others defended the idea of the US doing everything in it's power to support the protesters and destabilize the regime. This suggestion was met with skepticism but I'm not sure it would have produced a worse outcome than the current status quo.
>I don't know that our civilian leadership understands missile defense enough to realize that eventually one will get through and sailors will die.

As frail looking as Biden is, I'm pretty confident that he's able to understand this concept and that someone has explained it to him already.
>This would make it more difficult for the Houthis to get new supplies from Iranian, but it would also be harder to get humanitarian aid into Yemen.

How so, when Iran is already sanctioned to hell and back?
Here you go:

https://www.politico.eu/article/sweden-edges-closer-to-sending-gripen-fighter-jets-to-ukraine/

The relevant quote is near the bottom: "Both the government and the Social Democrats have added one caveat though, saying Sweden must be a member of NATO — and party to its mutual defense commitments — before it can risk sending any Gripens. Sweden’s NATO membership is still being held up by Turkey and Hungary."
>Hungary would be expelled from NATO altogether. 

That is equally non-credible. No provision in the NATO treaty foresees the suspension of membership rights, let alone the expulsion of one.
JDAM capability for Rapid Dragon is reportedly in development.
Sure they have value. That doesn’t change the fact that it’s a niche role that can still be done by a B21 or a larger number of fighters. There isn’t a world where such a capability justifies the cost of either a new aircraft type or the restart of production on the B1s or 52s.
Ukraine war is not a peer conflict.  If the west stayed out, the war would have long been over.  If the west didn't fret about the consequences of putin losing, it would also have long been over.

Imho, the west has effectively been sustaining Ukraine at level where it is unlikely to lose, hoping that Putin would give up.  All ukraine has shown is how long Putin is willing to go.  

Aside, not saying that was explicit intent of the west (although for some probably is), but indecision and lack of political will leads to a similar result.
Only Ukraine knows.

There's rumours that Ukraine is comitting reinforcements to various points in the front that Russia's attacking, but you'd have to ask Larelli for the veracity.  If I had to guess, they'll scrounge up something to at least withdraw their troops, but that guess is mainly based off of precedent.
Ukraine has reserves they can send. Local reserves are likely completely committed at this point but neighboring tactical areas can send theirs, as can other fronts, and units in the strategic rear. The question is not only "Will they call them?" but also "How long will it take to arrive and counterattack?" Minimum of 1-2 days from getting the order. 

The next question before contemplating that decision is to ask "Is it even worth it?" Because without massive counterattacks to push the flanks far back, then they only reset from an emergency situation to one that is about to become an emergency. 

Avdiivka has been 3/4 encircled since last spring, as long as it remains so this type of thing emergency can happen as long as the Russians are actively attacking. Sending reserves to push back this latest Russian attack would be a waste of manpower and supplies because it won't actually help the situation in the long run. They'd been to commit the manpower and supplies , especially arty, to try to push the flanks back. That's assuming they'd even succeed, but that's a big investment to try.
would you elaborate?
Oh right that makes much more sense. I was not aware this bill was funding all of that as well.
The GOP (barely) controls the House, not the entire Comgress. 

But yes, Trump is de facto leader of the GOP and has most of the party enthralled to his "leadership."
It's a field of it's own, even outside the military. For example, the people that make the software to optimize bus schedules are Operations Research people. You can even consider optimal control to be a branch of operations research, and even reinforcement learning is based on OR theory, too.
i dont think you will ever convince pro russians that convict units are a bad idea because its become such a big part of their standing army. but the other negative you didnt mention is that as a former marine and grunt ill just say, if you think our enlistment numbers are bad right now, try convincing young recruits and their parents that joining a military where half of your fighting force is hardened prisoners…you will see how hard that number drops. its even worse for the junior officer pipeline where you need a college degree. russia is a different place but the perceived reputation and prestige of your military is a huge part of recruitment and culture. it might work in the short term but it will eat you from within with time
Counterpoint: Convicts are the least valuable people to any country. They're a drain on taxpayers, they are much less likely to contribute meaningfully to the economy on release, and no one misses them if they're gone (thus no political impact from their deaths). From the cold calculus of valuing human life, killing a Ukrainian soldier in exchange for a squad of societally useless men isn't a bad trade.


In a society that simply doesn't value human life as much, convicts would be among the first citizens sent to die. And if the war can be won by doing that without dipping too much into unwilling civilians, the war's economic cost to society (and political cost to its rulers) is minimized.


Think of our respective cultures. America felt the cost of the GWOT to be enormously high, yet we suffered just 56k KIA/WIA total in the decades we spent at war. About 6500 KIA, with unknown trailing losses for veteran suicide. Russian losses get that high after a month or two in this war, but Russian society is still all-in.


Different cultures. Don't assume what's true of Americans is true of Russians. By all means, don't consider them aliens or dehumanize them. But our cultures just don't look at war the same way.
>If you heard that the US was mobilizing hundreds of thousands of convicts into expendible penal battalions, then preventing said units from being discharged indefinitely, do you think it would be a sign whatever war the US was fighting was going well, that the US military was flush with manpower, and the US economy was in good shape?

https://www.jstor.org/stable/30015004?mag=how-prisoners-contributed-during-wwii

We recruited prisoners, we just didn't use them as disposable troops, after being inducted they were treated as normal servicemen. 

We had a more egalitarian approach to how we used our troops, if they were infantry riflemen then they were disposable, everyone did the super dangerous missions, no rifle company was spared. It was more fair but hugely damaging as it meant at any given time a rifle company was a death factory if units were on the line, which most were. That meant an extremely high turnover, low cohesion, poor junior leaders, lack of skill, etc. 

The Soviet-Russian model is actually a better one. While their conventional units still get hammered by casualties, the use of penal troops or convict units spares them more from the most casualty producing missions. That's the entire reason for doing it, the penal troops earned that role by being naughty boys, so they have to do the bloody work, so the "better" units can be spared. 

It's not just more ethical for conventional troops, it's more efficient. Those units can train more, suffer less casualties, and increase their effectiveness. The cannon fodder units can be trained little because it doesn't matter for them, regardless of their skill they're going to get hammered with losses because they're doing a mission that's just extremely dangerous. The problem is when convention units are given those extremely dangerous missions,  all the talent, all the time spent training them, getting them to work as a team, etc, it's a giant waste. 

That's actually a big conversation happening in the West. Infantry have never been better trained and equipped than now, they're closer to SOF standards than traditional infantry. And yet if they do high risk missions, which are required in high intensity warfare, they're going to get hammered with losses they can't replace. NCOs that take a half decade or more to create can't be recreated. Officers can't be among the best attending training (only the top performers in service schools or OCS are allowed into the infantry), nobody will want to be infantry officers because it'll be a death sentence. Troops won't get 24 months of basic and infantry training before even showing up to their units. Etc. 

So how do you keep the casualties down? One way is more training and better equipment. Another is to rely more on technology, fires, air support. Another is to not use those tactics, regardless if they're important, the overall mission is willingly sacrificed to lower casualties (we've done that in every war we've fought since Korea).
>If things were going great for Russia, they wouldn't need hundreds of thousands of expendable men, nor would there be as much concern over pulling men out of the workforce. Both the positives you noted are helpful to Russia specifically because things aren't going great for them.

In a war of this scale, any country would need hundreds of thousands of expendable men. Ukraine needs hundreds of thousands of expendable men. When you have a frontline that stretches for hundreds of kilometers, like it or not, you're going to need to have enough men to man the trenches along those hundreds of kilometers. The same would be true for any country in those circumstances.   
Ukraine is struggling with that very issue and will most likely also soon turn towards recruiting convicts, since otherwise it risks dealing even more damage to its foreign aid-dependent economy, foreign aid which is becoming less and less reliable as time goes on.
>There's a reason why it's rightfully seen as a desperate move for militaries to take, otherwise it would be a much more common practice. 

The countries that are usually compared to Russia, don't use their soldiers(or convicts) the way Russia does, so I think that's a moot point. Even more so when we speak in historical terms, since I think it would be fair to say that Russia has improved marginally over its predecessor. 

You need a base level of disregard for human life to make it work, which is easily the case in Russia. I've made the point many times that life insurance costs are approximately 10x times lower in Russia compared to other European countries--and that's taking the population average. If you take St.Petersburg and Moscow out of the equation, the cost of human life goes down drastically; when you add the convict tag on top it's essentially zilch.
This is a bit of a copout distinction, since all shortages of manpower are politically expendable manpower shortages, really.  

True "to the death" wars are rare (they might not exist at all).
With a grand total of 40 Fighters and 28 Bombers, of soviet legacy btw, the Ukranian airforce gets outnuberd just by the Italian fleet of Eurofighters, not counting the F-35's and others, and it gets outnubered 2:1 by the germans Eurofighters.  


Half of Europe countries are nation with less than 10 Milion inhabitants, its quite obvius  that they won't have that many aircraft
Based on inventory numbers.

Flight hours were low, training mininal, equipment decades old.

Just because they had yhe numbers doesnt mean much.
Luckily, any credible full-scale war scenario is against the combined air force of Europe, at worst, and most likely NATO itself. So the fact that by the end of the year, saying that the Netherlands will only have 1-2 squadrons of F-35 (or whatever the number may be- the specific is not super relevant atm) is not only has a qualitative asterisk (with an airframe more capable than anything in pre-war Ukraine's air force) but quantitatively misleading.
An concerted effort from Russia into say, Poland, will have them dealing with all of NATO.

What a single country have doesn't really enter into the calculus.
By next year, the EU and the UK combined should be capable of producing around 2.2M shells a year, which is in fact more than what Russia is able to produce even under a war economy. With those production levels, it’ll be absolutely trivial for Europe to fire off over 3,000 shells a day.

Furthermore, I highly doubt a war against even just the European portion of NATO would drag on for 2-3 years like the war in Ukraine is looking to do so. Europe has the capability to target Russia’s industry in a way that Ukraine does not. There are probably over 2,500 Storm Shadows and Taurus missiles in European stockpiles. Russia, as demonstrated in this war, clearly has a very limited ability to be able to engage these cruise missiles with their air defences so I think it is safe to assume most of these missiles once fired would hit their targets.

A very large portion of Russia’s industry is located within 500 km of the border and so is well within range of these cruise missiles. By the end of the first few months you could be seeing Russian industry severely crippled by long range strikes, which would seriously hamper their ability to continue the war for years on end.
Well, most of Eastern European countries still retain the capability. How useful it is to retain it instead of spending more on different (potentially) more effective systems though ?
This isn't worth much without the required stockpiles and means of production (or at least procurement) of ammunition.
GBAD against nato-caliber air force is unproven.

VKS did achieve SEAD during the opening days of the Ukraine war, it just didn't achieve DEAD.  with western support ukraine was able to reconstitute some AD.  But I wouldn't assume Russia would be capable of doing that against Nato.

>Only stealth can save air forces 

well, stealth is a reality of western air power now.
You nailed it, release pressure on the flanks, forcing Russia to reallocate the force composition which would potentially give Ukraine time to rotate in fresh forces. They are still rotating troops, just at a slower rate.
It’s back now, the user was posting and discussing a Deep State social media post.
Why would the expectation for Gaza in that situation be anything but the people there violently resisting a perpetual military occupation?
Yes, we heard many times the suggestions and theories, what hasn't been heard is "what's actually being done?"

You say it's too early for occupation authorities, what's the metric that decides that?  Clearly it's not too early for Hamas to start regenerating in regions the IDF hit and left.

https://nitter.cz/wesleysmorgan/status/1754590999207182498#m

I wasn't gonna respond to this but then just now I saw a post about this very thing from a good source.  The IDF is currently making relatively little effort to hold land.  Will they start?  When?
>I am so flabbergasted how a democratic country can get its democratic institutions hollowed out so quickly.

Without getting outright political, this is literally the example that certain populists in the west want to copy. 

That's why it's everyone's civic duty to stand up to populists, regardless of their political facade.
Orban has been in charge for over a decade. There's nothing quick about it.
State capture happened around 4-8 years ago. Hungary is just like Turkey or Russia. Anyone who thinks the current regime can be replaced by democratic means doesnt understand the system.

Around 80% of the population mostly reached by stage media, which is heavily propagandized. During election, the state not just promots itself (with a budget over 100x of its challangers) but also discredits its "enemies". They have total control over the police, ministries and judges. It became an cleptocracy where the king pays its subjects with immunity from the law and options for corruption. While getting a sizeable (+ 50%) cut.

It has the power to take away any buisness/ruin people. It works with organized crime.

All of this doesnt mean that tjey would betray the EU or NATO (unless things look really bad).

Mostly cause they wouldnt get anything out of it. The are much better of in the current alliance structure. For now.
[deleted]
It's not like Orban or Fico could do anything to stall a response. NATO is America. The whole point of the alliance is that if Europe gets attacked America rolls in and beats up whoever thought doing so was a good idea. If Article 5 is called and Hungary or Slovakia decide to sit that one out it'd change nothing. 

If Trump gets elected it's a very different story of course. But at that point Hungary or Slovakia wouldn't matter either - if Trump decided not to honort art. 5 NATO is done for.
Nioa has been around for a while by itself though. Like, 70s or 80s
>He's saying Ukraine was able to defend their airspace despite Russia having a 1000 to 40 advantage in jets, because of air defense. 

Ukraine was only partially able to defend its airspace against the VKS, an air force that had almost no ability to conduct deep strike campaigns against a robust air defense system, a mission it wasn't designed to perform.

The VKS and UAF are air forces with no doctrine, history or ability to build large strike packages, as a rule they fly single or two ship flights to that don't work in concert with others.

In comparison, a NATO air campaign is built around operations that might include up to 70+ aircraft all working together in a single mission, each flight doing their own part. 

The troubles of the Russians and Ukrainians are not necessarily those that other militaries face. 

>Which should make NATO members question whether they can truly count on using an F-16 or Apache in the place of artillery

They were never going to use them IN PLACE of artillery, they were going to use them WITH. 

Combined Arms

Among NATO, F16 have their role in the skies, as do ISTAR drones, as do AWACS, as do F35s, as do F22s, as do F15s, as do Eurofighters, as do AH-64, etc. And they do their thing in conjunction with ground forces, not separate. 

Meanwhile, every ground tactical maneuver element has artillery, it's the type the Ukrainians are begging for because it's really good. 

Russia and Ukraine have 3x the artillery pieces at the tactical level to make up for the fact that they can't count on airstrikes for support and both sides still use older Soviet doctrine when it comes to fires and maneuver. But neither possess the logistical and C3 systems to effectively use them during mobile warfare. Russian and Ukrainian brigade/regiments can't even C3 their battalions during offensive ops, those levels of command can only fight a couple companies at a time because of competence issues, meaning they're not able to function as designed. 

The troubles of the Russians and Ukrainians are not necessarily those that other militaries face.
Ah, I misunderstood because of your RPG comparison. It's pure semantics, but I associate rocket propelled grenades with those old soviet AT weapon systems mostly used by insurgents today.

NATO AT (or air-burst anti-infantry) weapons today are either true rocket launchers or recoil-less rifles. Both of which are not RPGs.

But I see your point.
Western militaries, especially Europeans do not have nearly the amount of those conventional assets to sustain a real fight. I think the UK just admitted they'd be out of everything in less than two months if they fought like Ukraine did. It is not the cost that is the issue, it is the lack of stuff and the time it will take to build up material. FPVs are a potential way to meet needs in an agile way. Which is why they are so prevalent now in Ukraine,
I think i have found an historical metaphor, the FPV in  drone in the Ukrainian context is like the monitors in the US civil war context,

A tecnological Evolution that requires a specific situation to work but isn't applicable to everyone else.
I was writing up a whole thing about this article earlier, and scrapped it because I couldn't get my thoughts across. You've managed to sum it up far better.

Some pro-Ukrainian commentators seem to have this annoying tendency to treat what goes on with the Ukrainian military as some sort of *perfect* solution across all areas of warfare, rather than the product of *specific* circumstances and specific *choices*, dating back *decades*, that contribute to a unique tactical/operational/strategic picture. If someone says that drones are not the guaranteed future of warfare and that NATO is *not* stupid for not immediately putting all it's efforts into mass producing FPV drones, then obviously that's because they don't understand that the current Ukrainian solution is perfect and the only way to proceed. If a commentator suggests that the 2023 counteroffensive did not fail because NATO trainers didn't do a whole course for their charges about using FPVs, then they're obviously a fool and the NATO training held Ukrainians back. Etc etc.

(For what it's worth, the tendency obviously exists for other nations and militaries. It's just really visible with Ukraine at the moment because they're in an active war, but basically any "best tank in the world" debate involves someone doing the above tendency and ignoring the specific factors that drive designs to look the way they do.)

The fact is, and I challenge *anyone* to make a serious counterargument otherwise, that if a NATO nation **with a meaningful stockpile of modern NATO weapons** had been in Ukraine's position in 2022, we would not in 2024 be sitting talking about the battlefield impact of civilians crowdfunding another hundred DJI drones to glue bombs to. That's not in *any* way to delegitimise the Ukrainian military, because they did a fantastic job from that position they were in in 2022, it's to say that the stalemate is a product of them being able to hold back the Russians but not to *push* back the Russians, outside the offensives of 2022. The equipment they had to work with, the enemy they had to face, the achievements of such enemy that they have to roll back, these all combine to create what we see today, and thus attempting to draw hard axioms as to the Future Of Warfare from it is silly. 

Most people with actual analytical thought understood that the drone stuff we saw in Nagorno-Karabkh was not some guaranteed herald of things to come but the product of a whole bunch of specific conditions that happened to align for what we saw. They also understood that the TB2 success early in the war was the product of specific conditions: Russians attempting deathstacks without bothering to properly operate air defence, the VKS not being able to actually sustain air superiority, etc etc, and again was not some herald of the TB2 as an invincible superweapon of war. So why are we now, once again watching a situation that is the result of very specific conditions, this time having to deal with a whole load of commentary about "this is actually the guaranteed future and you're an idiot if you think squadrons of F-35s would do better than this"?
> If you believe the internet has had an insignificant impact on the potential domestic opinions of American citizens I don't know what to tell you. 

I believe this is what people jaw on about on social media, but the Rally Around the Flag effect is real, and when push comes to shove, people drop all that internet BS to help on another.

You can see people coming to one another's aid during even local disasters.  When there is a flood and a neighbor starts sandbagging to save their home, people come to help, without being asked, and without asking the political affiliation or thoughts are on trans right, immigrants or abortion are of that homeowner.

Politics is by it's nature divisive, they *must* divide people in order to succeeded, but in the real world, at a human level, people tend to want to help others.
Removed, because you're just spitting out a bunch of falsehoods here, yet still require huge logical leaps to arrive at your position.

Executive Order 9981 desegregated the military in 1948. The year before, legal segregation against Hispanics ended (Anderson Bill in California etc.) The logic in  e.g. Mendez v. Westminster was that Mexican children were white (according to federal policy, e.g. the census.) By Vietnam, Hispanic social agitation was focused on reducing illegal immigration (e.g. Cesar Chavez's United Farm Workers Union viewed immigrants as strike breakers.)
Iran can use third parties. This would be more difficult if the Houthis were designated as a foreign terrorist organization.
According to the article, Sweden is looking into providing Gripen out of concern for Russian aggression, not because this is an entrance fee for joining NATO.  

Both Finland and Sweden have been providing military aid to Ukraine.  Finland already joined any issues. Why would Sweden be singled out to give something to join?  

This hypothesis that Sweden is forced to cough up fighter jets to join NATO sounds more like Russian misinformation to perpetuate the narrative that NATO is an oppressive organization that subjugate member nations. 

It is more likely that Sweden providing fighter jet and joining NATO are wholly unrelated issues.
>No provision in the NATO treaty foresees the suspension of membership rights

So, what would be the response if we find out that one of the members has been conspiring with Russia or China? 

There has been literally open, public calls from other NATO mbers to suspend Hungary voting rights. I'm pretty the rest of the alliance wouldn't simply sit and watch if they knew Orban was actively conspiring with a country that's in a de facto proxy war with NATO.
I will do a write up, even tomorrow if I will be able to.
Butusov's had beef with various Ukrainian institutions.  It got acute when he got penalized for "revealing sensitive information" during the siege of Severodonetsk (god, that was so long ago).  And it usually manifests with "stab in the back" rhetoric like this, where he reports (usually accurately) shortages on the front, but then links them to зрада inside the government instead of... factual realities of being in a war against a nuclear state several times your size.
Just to add, in context, it's specifically for GDEB and HII.
> i dont think you will ever convince pro russians that convict units are a bad idea because its become such a big part of their standing army

It kind of reminds me how towards the end of Bakhmut (even earlier, really) pro Russians began heralding mercenary armies as a new bright development in peer to peer warfare.

That doesn't really get mentioned that much anymore...
The U.S military went through a period of recruitment troubles after the Vietnam War and arguably now again.  While these issues aren't easy to fix they generally do get better after awhile. Russia like the U.S is pretty insulated due to their overall large military compared to their neighbors and their nuclear weapons. Russia's conventional army might need to go through a radical rebuilding after this war but it's unlikely anyone is going to invade Russia to take advantage of their temporary moment of weakness. The real cost will be of some foreign situation flares up and they're not able to intervene like they would like to.
Yeah, you will see people defend it, and utterly baffling that some in the west will even give it a nod.  Fundamentally at odds with basics of democracy.  Other than US (massive prison population & often shitty conditions for prisoners), not even able to be large source of volunteers.  And myriad reasons raised by others, and of course run risk of issues like impressment.

Just a terrible idea that would be rejected by any substantive democracy.
>America felt the cost of the GWOT to be enormously high, yet we suffered just 56k KIA/WIA total in the decades we spent at war. About 6500 KIA, with unknown trailing losses for veteran suicide. 

*“While We're at War, America's at the Mall.”*

That saying defines the GWOT. 

Americans would have no reason to feel the casualties were enormously high because they never were. Casualties, while openly reported, were rarely discussed as part of the news minus the occasional contested elections where losses were politicized. That was the whole reason casualties were deliberately kept to a minimum, actual high casualties are controversial without large-scale domestic support for the war, which the GWOT didn't have. 

As a GWOT veteran myself, we took ridiculous steps to avoid casualties, many of which had major negative repercussions in terms of combat effectiveness, but doing them allowed us to keep fighting because America wasn't bothered. 

That was all deliberate, Americans didn't want to feel like they were at war: they weren't taxed, there was no Draft, most Americans don't even know a GWOT vet let alone someone who was a casualty. Most Americans couldn't find Iraq or Afghanistan on a map, couldn't name a single battle or campaign, couldn't tell you how many troops were deployed at any given time, etc. 

They were utterly ignorant of the conflicts and that's exactly the intent, the politicians were able to fight a two-decade series of wars without major political unrest because they avoided escalation, kept casualties down, paid for it with deficit spending instead of taxes, etc. 

Watching the end of the Afghan War happen in social media and on Reddit perfectly personified the blatant ignorance. Most Americans had no clue how few troops we had deployed to Afghanistan, how little we were fighting, etc. From their point of view, because most didn't know any better, most thought we were still committing as much effort in 2020-21 as at the height of the war,  [when the reality is we largely ended our active role by 2011](https://i.dawn.com/primary/2020/10/5f7f8869c725d.jpg).
I think it's a little far to say nobody misses them if they're gone. They still have family and friends, and not all of them are in for horrific murders - I'm sure plenty were in for run-of-the-mill drug crimes.

That said, the sorrow of their families when they die might not impact the broader Russian society the same way as it might if they were not penal soldiers.
> The Soviet-Russian model is actually a better one....the penal troops earned that role by being naughty boys, so they have to do the bloody work, so the "better" units can be spared.
> 
> It's not just more ethical for conventional troops, it's more efficient.

I'll grant you more efficient, but it I'd hardly call more ethical. 

It's easy to say these are 'naughty boys' so let's let them volunteer for the meat grinder, but lets not forget some of those people are in jails for holding up [a blank piece of paper](https://www.newsweek.com/russia-ukraine-war-invasion-protests-police-arrest-activists-holding-blank-signs-paper-1687603). Russian prisons are notoriously harsh, and getting into one can be highly political. 

Serving hard time for a bullshit charge might induce some to join a regiment where a death sentence is likely. And let's not pretend asking for volunteers from prisons isn't already a ethical tight rope, what with issues of coercion and and power imbalances.

Going further afield, what if the supply of prisoners starts to dry up?  Do they start arresting some other undesirables (gays, ethnic minorities, etc.) throw them in prisons and then hope these new 'naughty boys' 'volunteer' for death brigades?

I would course that would be better for infantry volunteers, but being better for one group and not another isn't really ethical either.
> The cannon fodder units can be trained little because it doesn't matter for them, regardless of their skill they're going to get hammered with losses because they're doing a mission that's just extremely dangerous. The problem is when convention units are given those extremely dangerous missions, all the talent, all the time spent training them, getting them to work as a team, etc, it's a giant waste.

And what happens if the cannon fodder tap runs out?  Suddenly you have an army that's been restructured to be fueled by a constant influx of sacrificial units, and that fuel's dry.

It's unclear when this war will end, at current pace it might be years.
>We recruited prisoners

In the publication you cited, it states "only a tiny fraction" of prisoners, of which there were around only 160 thousand across the country to begin with in both federal and state penitentiaries, were able to go in front of the board of parole and be granted release to join the armed forces. Assuming a "tiny fraction" means as high as 20%, that's less than 0.2% of the size of the armed forces. It doesn't seem like a very analogous situation to what the Russians are doing now.
> In a war of this scale, any country would need hundreds of thousands of expendable men.

Ukraine had a comparable army size and gdp to Iraq 2003, and a smaller air force.  It's not a question of scale, it's a question of neither side being able to advance on a strategic level anymore.
>Ukraine is struggling with that very issue and will most likely also soon turn towards recruiting convicts

My understanding is that Ukraine has been recruiting convicts since the beginning, though not at the same level as Russia.

https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/ukraine-army-russia-prisoners-jail-b2024985.html
You’re not wrong per se, but I still think it’s a useful distinction in this particular context because Russia seems to have focused so much on preserving a sense of normality in the imperial core.
https://amp.dw.com/en/only-4-of-germanys-128-eurofighter-jets-combat-ready-report/a-43611873

https://ukdefencejournal.org.uk/raf-ability-to-engage-in-peer-to-peer-conflict-in-question/

Most European nation would meet the same fate against Russias airforce alone
They called the Ukrainian Air Force non existent I’m not wargaming merely pointing out that Ukraine has been conducting strikes and firing advanced munitions this entire war. More capable than a good chunk of the world even with soviet legacy airframes.
>With those production levels, it’ll be absolutely trivial for Europe to fire off over 3,000 shells a day.

365 days x 3000 shells per day is= 1 095 000 a year 

3000 shells fired by Ukraine in this war is not enough to stop Russians 

Whole production per year would be maybe enough to stop Russians so 6000 per day 

>There are probably over 2,500 Storm Shadows and Taurus missiles in European stockpiles

Russia fired probably over thousand missiles some have struck it goal some have been shot down with AD 

In reality you can't put all of your hope into still figurative shells and only yes only 2500 missiles
IMO we don't know how the next war will turn out, which technology will dominate and which will be weaker than expected. Hence we should not put all our eggs in the same basket. It's useful have different countries in NATO with different procurement choices and capabilities.
Ammunition can be scaled faster than artillery pieces
Yes, that's the expectation in the foreseeable future, just like in the WB.

Eventually perhaps a Palestinian generation will rise that prefers peace over war and will accept a two state solution and Jews existing in Israel.

But if it won't, Israel has been waiting for nearly 60 years now in the WB. It can keep on waiting.
>You say it's too early for occupation authorities, what's the metric that decides that? 

Main metric is Hamas capabilities. There are still several large scale areas that the IDF is yet to enter, mainly Rafah and some areas in the centre of the strip like Dier Al Balah. The combat is still high intensity. I'd say we can start talking about civilian administration as the war simmers down.

Probably after the IDF finishes establishing control over the strip, holds the border with Egypt, hostages are mostly released or dead, most of Hamas leadership either leaves Gaza or dead. Most of Hamas tunnels destroyed (currently at 20% per foreign publications).

In other words some months in the future at best.

Hamas started regenerating day 1. They didn't wait for an arbitrary point to continue producing arms or recruiting. 

>what hasn't been heard is "what's actually being done?"

See the comment that started this thread. The IDF reenters the cities and continues to destroy Hamas infrastructure and personnel.

This is exactly how the second Intifada has been brought to an end and Palestinian capabilities to execute attacks in the WB destroyed. Gradually over years by continued operations in the Palestinian cities. You don't destroy and insurgency in a few months.

I expect the IDF to model operations around the 2002-2006 anti terror campaign in the WB for a while, where the IDF holds little land either.
Isn't it pretty much exactly what Trump says he intends to do if reelected? Fire all the "Marxists" in the executive branch and install new people based on loyalty?
>They have total control over the police, ministries and judges.

And military as well. I read a post about this in one of the daily threads or /r/credibledefense. Apparently a part of the top brass and a whole slee of the cadre are being or have been replaced.
I am somewhat surprised that this would have to be pointed out on this subreddit but Poland and Hungary were never a part of the USSR. There was a short-lived Hungarian Soviet Republic between March and August 1919, but it was not part of the USSR, which did not yet exist at the time. Hungary and Poland were both independent states following the Second World War. Between Soviet policy in the region and informal ties of their governments to the Soviet leadership, their independence was flimsy but still sufficiently manifest to trigger a Soviet invasion in Hungary and nearly trigger at least one in Poland, but these events were structurally very disimilar to anything you see today. Both were in the Soviet sphere of influence but that sphere of influence didn't exactly work by voting and unanimity, except maybe occasionally in some matters and in some institutions like the COMECOM.
>The troubles of the Russians and Ukrainians are not necessarily those that other militaries face

Right, but it's still a fair question for militaries that aren't near peers of the US in terms of technical capabilities, even if they're a NATO member, because they also need to plan for situations where NATO won't be involved and it needs to be scaled for their military budget.
>In comparison, a NATO air campaign is built around operations that might include up to 70+ aircraft all working together in a single mission, each flight doing their own part.   

Credible military analysts like Bronk who know more about air war than I do seem convinced NATO is incapable of operating SEAD without the US. 

Anyway I'm not going to get into a back and forth on this, I understand you're convinced NATO has mastered the art of combined arms war despite no evidence of them having done so, and I hope we never find out who is right.
FPVs are like IEDs.

Insurgents don't have enough conventional munitions, especially legit land mines, so they make their own improvised explosive devices, including often making their own explosives. It works for them, sometimes better than factory made conventional munitions as they can design and modify them to varied purposes that isn't possible with something mass-produced for very specific purposes.

However, a conventional military doesn't want home-made explosives packed into home-made IEDs, they want factory made anti-tank mines to destroy vehicles, they want factory made anti-personnel mines to kill/wound enemy dismounts, etc.

FPV drones are like that. If conventional militaries need kamikaze drones, they don't need DJI drones bought from China or copied, they can mass produce purpose built versions that are better. Or they can use other munitions to do the same thing better (responsive PGM targeting).
Yeah, I'm in full agreement. So much of the commentary on this war basically amounts to the same types of discussions where fan of sports team A is so sure their team is better than all the others. It's just fan loyalty, not rational discussion. 

Don't get me wrong, FPV drones are cool and definitely have a place in future warfare. Which is why the US has been developing and fielding them in combat since the mid-2010s. 

I think the biggest lesson learned in the Russo-Ukraine War about kamikaze drones is that the current ones, like Switchblade, Phoenix Ghost, or even Russian Lancets, are too expensive and would not be viewed as expendable to the same degree that junk FPV commercial drones are. They're too expensive, too few of them. 

But commercial drones are cheap for a reason. Their cameras generally suck, they most often don't have thermals or FLIR, which means they can't be used for low-light operations (that alone massively limits their usefulness with NATO militaries, as most conduct combat ops at night as a rule, where Ukraine and Russia fight at night as an exception). They have very limited hardness against EW attacks, and they interfere with other friendly frequencies. And often they possess warheads that are insufficient to kill the target (single warhead HEAT, often just an PG-7VL, which isn't getting through ERA and possibly not SLAT). 

Fix those things, and we're basically back to Switchblade 600. If we tweaked them a little bit to simplify them more, and made a metric f-ton of them through mass production, then we could get the prices down and that would help with mass equipping them as expendable munitins. But we don't really need to, because as I and you and others have mentioned already, kamikaze drones are the poor man's PGM and are only really effective during very static operations. 

When it comes to NATO, I'm concerned less with whether we have FPV drones for ourselves and more with whether or not we have reliable ways of stopping them if we face off against an enemy with them, in terms of tactical level EW and SHORAD. I'm not too sure that's the case, especially across all NATO militaries (they vary, a lot), but I'm not sure especially about the EW. 

I would not want to perform a COIN operation or do anything else in the day and age where any insurgent can build their own FPV with an Alibaba account and access to RPG-7 rockets. So I'm very curious how the US Army plans to deal with defending against that threat.
Yes they were on paper not segregated but I've always preferred practice over theory, when possible. My grand uncle fought in Vietnam, he told me many white American units would force trades of food or better weapons because their CO had a higher rank than the hispanic/black unit heads. Thus is not a unique story either. 

Legal segregation has been over for a while, yet the military of the USA still deals with issues around race regularly. I reiterate, that's during peace time.
How so? Not trolling, legitimately wondering how designating them as a terrorist organisation will stop third parties who will already be bypassing sanctions because they have to work with Iran?
> This hypothesis that Sweden is forced to cough up fighter jets to join NATO sounds more like Russian misinformation to perpetuate the narrative that NATO is an oppressive organization that subjugate member nations. 

The condition is set by Sweden, not by NATO. Sweden wants to be under NATO's mutual defense umbrella first *before risking* sending the Gripen to Ukraine.
Thank you for elaborating, I see what you mean now.
I've been trying to wrap my head around the fatalism  and ['Russkaya dusha'](https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russian_soul#) in Russian culture for a long time.

>This famous brand of nationalism, however, was the product of a continuous effort by Russia's various classes to define a national identity.[2] According to Dostoevsky, "the most basic, most rudimentary spiritual need of the Russian people is the need for suffering, ever-present and unquenchable, everywhere and in everything."[3]

I have a theory that Russia's geography and subsequent exposure to threats from all directions has instilled a deep societal PTSD and acceptance of misery and death at any time.
I can't know for sure, but I bet the convict population volunteering to serve as combat troops in Ukraine are likely not those who protested against Putin doing prison stints for nonviolent crimes.

From what I heard, not only are most violent criminals, that's who they are actively trying to recruit. Not only do those already have a penchant for aggression and violence but with long sentences and almost no hope to get out and theoretically start a new life, military  service is attractive even if very dangerous. As you say, Russian prisons are harsh, getting cash plus pardon plus respect is a great recruitment tool.

I'll put it this way, if I ended up in an American prison for a life sentence, I'd volunteer in a heartbeat. Service is almost suicide? Still better than dying in prison. And I think many long serving convicts would probably see it positively. It's a pardon from the worst like imaginable, which describes the Russian penal system. 

>Going further afield, what if the supply of prisoners starts to dry up?  Do they start arresting some other undesirables (gays, ethnic minorities, etc.) throw them in prisons and then hope these new 'naughty boys' 'volunteer' for death brigades?

They'll maybe try to find foreign volunteers, Chechens maybe? Syrians? Or else maybe they'll force existing troops who got in trouble (Ukraine is already reporting to be forming assault detachments with trouble makers, specifically "refuseniks" though not using them as callous as Wagner Storm Z). 

Or maybe they'll stop using the extremely costly tactics, which are generally squad sized probing attacks meant to both find out where the Ukrainian defenders are located by being shot at by them, but also forcing the Ukrainians to fight harder and longer, creating needs for more urgent resupply and especially unit rotation, [as described here](https://pbs.twimg.com/media/GFmFVyVXcAAos14?format=png&name=small).

Russian deliberate attacks are aimed at those rotations, they can observe them happening with drones and SIGINT, wait for new squads or full platoons to drive or march forward to the very front lines, at which point they can be hit by fires or attacked during/immediately after the relief in place when they are vulnerable. (Those types of assaults are often done with their better quality troops). 

If Russia can't find replacements, then either conventional troops do the recon in force probing attacks or they find a less costly way to do it. It'll be less effective tactically if they fully stop, but it's a tactic most militaries in history couldn't perform anyway because they didn't have the ruthlessness built into their system to create task-organized cannon fodder.
>And what happens if the cannon fodder tap runs out? Suddenly you have an army that's been restructured to be fueled by a constant influx of sacrificial units, and that fuel's dry.

Then they will be forced to either stop using those tactics, losing the tactical benefits they get from them, or use conventional units to perform them. 

But by using convicts, they were able to not have to make those decisions for over a year and a half.
We recruited prisoners. That's the point I'm trying to make. We did it too when we needed to.
True, I forgot about this. I've just been seeing the question of recruiting convicts come up again and again in recent few weeks with the new mobilization laws slowly moving along. I think the prisoner recruitment that has been ongoing has been extremely limited, potentially restricted to only recruiting ATO veterans, such as those from the infamous Tornado and Aidar units.
First article is too old to be of any use.

Second one, the problem that the Uk faces are the UK alone, and it refers to fighting the russians one on one, something that nobody wants to do in the first place.

You can't seriously look at the Ru air force and say yep it can face off Europe no problem
It looks like you shared an AMP link. These should load faster, but AMP is controversial because of [concerns over privacy and the Open Web](https://www.reddit.com/r/AmputatorBot/comments/ehrq3z/why_did_i_build_amputatorbot).

Maybe check out **the canonical page** instead: **[https://www.dw.com/en/only-4-of-germanys-128-eurofighter-jets-combat-ready-report/a-43611873](https://www.dw.com/en/only-4-of-germanys-128-eurofighter-jets-combat-ready-report/a-43611873)**

*****
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Russia has fired hundreds of cruise missiles into civilian infrastructure like apartment blocks and train stations. Strikes which provide literally no military benefit whatsoever and are just war crimes.

Furthermore, most of Russia’s cruise missiles are not as advanced or stealthy as Storm Shadow or Taurus, the former of which has consistently managed to penetrate even the dense anti-air environment of Crimea.

Additionally, Ukraine is very clearly able to stop Russia even with their artillery consumption seeing as the lines have stabilised for the better part of a year now. An artillery-centric war is likely not one NATO would plan on involving itself in anyways as this type of warfare is slow and much more static than what NATO militaries are designed for.

Using the numbers we see in Ukraine as a proxy for how a war between NATO and Russia would play out is unwise. The VKS is allowed to operate relatively close to the frontlines most of the time and is at no threat of enemy aircraft sniping them from hundreds of kilometres away. Against NATO, the VKS would basically be completely on the defensive as the technological gulf between the F-35 and literally any other Russian platform in existence is simply far too great for Russia to overcome even with sheer numbers, of which they don’t really have.

Without control of the skies or even a consistently contested airspace, how exactly do you think Russia is going to be able to manage a consistent firing rate of 10K shells a day if they are having to constantly move their artillery platforms further from the frontlines lest they just be bombed?
I agree. Therefore, don't produce 15 000 howitzers and 150m shells for them.
How much faster to make a meaningful difference ? Unless the war is multiple years long and stagnant, I don't really see it.
What is your opinion on the "Kadyrov" option - find a politically amenable strongman who will rule with an iron fist for you. I understand that they may (correctly) be seen as a puppet, but it seems to have eventually worked out for the Russians anyway.
The relative peace of the West Bank was achieved in part through the PLO opting for disarmament and cooperating with Israel. There’s no PLO here, and the relationships between the militant groups in Gaza is much less fractious than the PLO and it’s various splinters.
I didn't want to name names. But yes, Trump has recently cited Orban as a "great, strong man".
It is a process, the first big round is complete. Currently they are prepping the way for a Wagner like solution with the backing of their oligarch class. First round would be in Chad, we already have pictures of Orban's son rravelling there in incognito.

Yes, a good amount of military has been replaced.
I agree to a part. While it's possible the US won't fully participate in a war in Europe due to commitments elsewhere, there is only a small chance we don't participate at all. We have two brigades who are permanently stationed in Europe and another three that rotate annually, one of which was doing that since 2014. We have other units tasked with the Indo-Pacific region, for all our ground forces to be committed to Asia is very unlikely, we don't even have the logical systems to support them. 

That said, European NATO needs to get it's act together for it's own security. People have been beating that drum for decades, maybe now they'll do it. But the reality is they still don't, the real chance of a Russian invasion is low, the chance of a successful Russian invasion is lower, they really only need a stiff deterrence and that'll likely suffice. The issue is that they don't even currently have a good conventional deterrence.
This is weird. But then again, the war was weird. We had a term, "REMF" - it stands for Rear Echelon MotherFuckers. And the REMF had a term for us, "Boonie Rats."

I have to say that the American (i.e. Marine and US Army) field units I worked with were almost idyllic on the racial issues. There was still prejudice - this was the late '60s after all - but it was mostly pushed aside. The most racist thing I encountered in the field was "Gookism." I had worked with South Vietnamese infantry units, so it bothered me, but nobody else.

Otherwise, we were a vulgar, mean, cussing band of Americans who didn't give two hoots in hell what "race" you might be - the important question was "So, did you ever walk Point?"

But I have to say, once we got back inside the wire, all that racism came thundering back. Not as bad as the 1950's, but bad enough. Never heard of units being treated differently depending on the skin-tone of their CO, but I could see it was harder for Black Officers, both due to prejudice and the desire NOT to appear prejudiced.  Things were getting pretty serious back Stateside, and nobody wanted to appear racist one way or another.

u/Veqq is right, tho' - no "black" or "white" units out in the woods - not anywhere, I think. No Klan allowed. Very little of "Black Militantism" was tolerated. Seemed like senior NCOs and Officers in the REMF areas had been tasked with suppressing any racist stuff. Don't know what it was like on military posts stateside - I expect it was worse.

FWIW we had a full-blood Japanese company commander for a while. He was a fanatic about unnecessary noise and anything else that gave away our position - landed on some idiot dropping his rifle or smoking after dark like a ton of bricks.

Some of the newbies were pissed, called him "The Gook." But the old-timers shut that down *một phút*.  "That's the guy who is keeping your sorry ass alive. He's the reason we don't have to dig in every night, why we don't get mortared or worse. Shut that "Gook" shit up, or you'll be walking point backward tomorrow."

I guess we don't get any points for being non-racists. Wasn't a matter of decency, so much as a matter of survival. We all needed to depend on each other - differences between us were an obstacle to that.
The issue's that we can't credibly quantify those, so there's an epistemic slippery slope of: "no one actually follows the law, it's totally like this instead" which ungrounds all discussion.

> hispanic/black unit heads

There were not "black units" or "hispanic units". If the commanding officer was black or hispanic, he would be commanding a majority of white men. I think you misunderstood the stories, but would be happy to hear more and we can try to reconstruct it. /u/AnathemaMaranatha might be able to give us some related stories too.
Exactly, I think eastern european countries wouldn't have been nearly as generous with equipment donations if they didn't have the US+western Europe as a security backstop.
Russia had about 400k prisoners before the war and I think they mostly exhausted that pool getting... perhaps 100k prisoners from it? About 25%.

Couldn't find the annual intake but judging by the 400k figure it might be about 50k or more. If the 25% recruitment figure holds that would mean getting about 12k each year.  Not a lot but not negligible either.
They weren't recruited as much as they volunteered to join. “Clamoring” for “patriotic” reasons. They were obviously very helpful in other ways. Their contribution and integration into the armed forces however was organic and negligible. There were no prison units, for example, according to that publication. A prisoner granted parole and enlisted in Ohio would join the wider recruit pool from Ohio with none the wiser. Surmise that there were no storm troops or expendable units and there was none of the cynicism of using them as a shield either. I am just repeating what is said there and, I have no independent knowledge of the matter.
I’m not sure you are grasping the argument European nations have not been maintaining and using their Air Force in ways that they could face off in a peer to peer war. 

Obviously Russia would be against NATO but Russia has much more experience in modern operations from Syria to Ukraine and frankly more usable airframes and munitions. No country in Europe would still be able to get air superiority against Russia.
>train stations

Infrastructure and there were a lot of hits that we doesn't see because of black out from Ukraine 

Houthis managed to hit few times Saudi infrastructure and they have Patriots 

>even the dense anti-air environment of Crimea.

Does EU have such dense AD as Russia and Ukraine for Russian missiles and cheap Shaheds ? 

>Ukraine is very clearly able to stop Russia even with their artillery consumption seeing as the lines have stabilised for the better part of a year now

Ukraine stopped Russia with HIMARS, but Russia adapt and spread warehouses and they use EW, so they have knowlage how to against something else 

>An artillery-centric war is likely not one NATO would plan

Russia didn't planned this, but yet we have artillery centered war because of AD 

>F-35 and literally any other Russian platform

You can't put all of your hope into one weapon 

And one more thing where there would be a lot of dead on NATO side is how to fight against cheap FPV drones 

Russia produces them, they use them, Russia and Ukraine proved that they are useful, Armenia used them against Azeris, HAMAS used them and we still don't have good counter
I'm not the OP, but I can provide insight onto that question.

The history of Russian-Chechen amenity is fairly long as Slavic Russian settlers first encroached into the area starting in the late 1700s. The Caucasus and Central Asia are sorta seen as Russia's version of the "Wild West", and this analogy is so popular that during the post-1945 Soviet era there was a genre of movie called "red Westerns" that celebrated Russian colonization of the Caucasus and Central Asia.

The Chechens were deported by Stalin to Kazakhstan during WWII under the false assumption that they were Nazi collaborators, but returned to their homeland under the de-Stalinization process. After this Chechnya enjoyed a degree of autonomy but it was always part of the Russian SSR. It had integrated into the Russian-culture sphere more or less.

When the Union was collapsing during the early 1990s the Chechens made a bid for independence that eventually turned violent. Through attrition and domestic troubles in Russia, the Chechens had won unofficial independence in 1996 and Russian authorities withdrew from the area, and much of the ethnic Slavic population had evacuated the former republic.

There are two misconceptions popular with Westerners: one was that Chechnya was recognized as independent (in reality, no country ever recognized it officially, and it had no legal right to secede from the Soviet Union unlike Ukraine which did have the right and was universally recognized), and that Chechnya's relations with Russia were peaceful (in fact, Chechnya immediately fell into anarchy and was a hot bed for illicit activity).

This bad relationship would culminate with the 1999 Russian apartment bombings. I'm not gonna go over every detail, but suffice to say is that the circumstances surrounding the attacks are controversial due to the Ryazan incident. Regardless, it's more than plausible that Chechen groups carried out these attacks. They had the means and capabilities to do so, had access to heavy weaponry, the lawlessness of the region allowed them to flourish, and it fit the pattern of increasing jihadist activity in that era that culminated with 9/11 (Chechen Islamists had connections with other outside groups). Around this time Chechnya was in the midst of a civil war between secular nationalists and Islamists, and the Islamist faction had launched an offensive into Dagestan in August 1999. It was a mess.

By the time Russian units drove into Chechnya, many citizens welcomed them and they easily found pawns to fight their battles, and this was how the Kadyrov family came into power. By 2001, Russian security forces had routed most militias and the Kadyrov dynasty began. Chechnya still enjoys a degree of autonomy, and the Russian state poured hordes of money into Chechnya to rebuild it, effectively winning over the average citizen.

Suffice to say, Russian-Chechen relations enjoy a degree of friendliness that never has really existed between Israelis and Palestineans (specifically non-Israeli Arabs), and Chechens were Soviet citizens like any other. It's difficult to see the "Chechnya Plan" working in Gaza.
Sounds like Yasser Arafat. It worked until the strongman decided he would do better encouraging violence against Israel, then the Second Intifada happened.

Israel cannot deter a Palestinian leader the same way that Russia can deter Kadyrov, the international community will not tolerate it.
That is incorrect, the second Intifada happened while the PLO was in control of the WB. The wave of Palestinian terror attacks from the WB reached a peak of over 100 massacres Jews a month in 2002 (PLO control).

It was the Israeli reconquest of the Palestinian cities and subsequent mowing operations that started in 2002 that destroyed the Palestinians terrorist infrastructure in the WB and stopped the attacks.

The PLO was also in control of Gaza when Israel left. the Hamas take over did not take long.
Israel’s goal is to destroy Hamas. According to statements from the US, already more than half of their members are dead or wounded. A negotiated disarmament is preferable, but after October 7, a war like this was inevitable.
Orban is openly venerated by many American conservatives, he's spoken at CPAC on numerous occasions at this point. As you noted Trump has also showered praise on him, as he does with authoritarian leaders the world over.
With current level forces i think a stiff, w"e will respond with delay with all our might in case of the violation of a EU state", declaration, would be enough to scare the russians away.

They are having troubles in Ukraine better not immagine what a technically and in most aspects numerically superior enemy could do to them.
This is pretty much exactly what my grand uncle described. He could tell everyone felt a certain way depending on their ethnicity but it was pushed back in favor of working better as a unit to survive. 

Just cause you can't see the root rot doesn't mean the tree isn't dying
If you Google "segregation/racism in the Vietnam/Gulf war" you will get plenty of articles with credibility unless we are going to consider the soldiers liars.

I undoubtedly telephoned what my uncle said because it was a long time ago, but what I said was closer than further. Just because on paper we were all Americans back then doesn't mean most people acted like that.
The numbers matter, especially in calculating casualty figures. In the Russian mindset, every convict casualty saved them a real casualty or added military effectiveness. Bakhmut would never have been taken without them. Success with Avdiivka is largely the result of convict troops. Defense of the Robotyne Salient was done largely with convicts.
Recruitment just means a system to attract people. All volunteers are recruited. Like [Ukraine did early in this war](https://www.newsweek.com/ukraine-releases-prisoners-combat-experience-war-russia-volodymyr-zelensky-1683175), and plenty of others did in previous wars, the US used prisoners for recruitment. Russia changed things as they kept them in all convict small units to deliberately use as cannon fodder, something few countries have ever done in history. 

The Soviet Union did it with penal units in WW2, as did Germany, but those were existing troops who had done a court martial offense and needed to absolve their guilt by blood (that's how they described the process). Wagner apparently got the idea to do something similar, a mix of the existing use of L/DNR Mobiks who were alleged to have been used callously as disposable infantry, adding a penal unit type system of ruthless discipline. When the MOD took over the convict recruitment program from Wagner, they seemed to lessen the draconian discipline methods, used them for defensive missions too, not as crazy as Wagner.
Russian experience in modern combat, bombing someone that didn't have effective air defense nor airfoce.  
And lobbing imprecise bombs Dozens of kilometers away from a country that only has a decent Air defense network, and a small airforce.  


As for the Usable frames, are we really sure that russia has that many functioning aircraft?  
Do you remember the Kharkiv counteroffensive? with the Hundreds of ground vehicles waiting to be repaired?  
Why do you thing that a similar situation isn't happening with Airframes?  
Maintenance on them is much more difficult than it is to do on a BMP.

  
Maybe no single country can bring air superiority to Russia but all of them combined can.  


As much as the Ukranian air force might be heroic their numbers are too low and their tech to ancient, to be considered an effective fighting force
>Armenia used them against Azeris, HAMAS used them

And they lost
Thanks - appreciate you taking the time to write out such a detailed response
>That is incorrect, the second Intifada happened while the PLO was in control of the WB. The wave of Palestinian terror attacks from the WB reached a peak of over 100 massacres Jews a month in 2002 (PLO control).

The Second intifada arriving  a decade after the PLO disarmed doesn’t really invalidate my point that the cooperation critical to the security in the West Bank and that without them the situation would be much more difficult. Ultimately when the fighting was brought to an end it was brought to an end by Sharon and Abbas coming to an agreement. And it was Abbas and the PLO who would be the ones to get Hamas and PIJ and to agree to a truce. Without having a willing partner who had enough cachet amongst militants to tell them to stand down it will be harder to achieve a West Bank solution in Gaza
Israel has claimed it’s killed around half the Us claims it’s killed around 20%.
It wasn't in 2023 NK war it was during clashes between Armenia and Azeris around Sotk mine and aftermath of this video is probably 4 IIRC dead Azeri soldiers 

But I'm going to repeat 

You can't just have Plan A for conflict. 

You can't think that you can defeat Russia with just 2500 missiles. 

You need to take FPV drones into your plans 

FPV drones are Great tactic and they killed almost every Western equiqment in this war. 

And one more thing that should be repeated does EU have enough AD to counter everything that Russia fires at ? 

There a lot of questions, military production from EU isn't enough for usage from Ukraine and this we almost entered 3 year of the war
The PLO didn't disarm in the Oslo process. In fact they [received large quantities of new arms from Israel](http://al-magor.com/en/?page_id=158) as needed to function as the police force for the West Bank, and promised not to use these arms against Israelis.
Again, completely incorrect.

There was no agreement between Sharon and Abbas.

There is no one point where the "fighting was brought to and end". The level of Palestinian violence gradually fell as the IDF destroyed their capability to execute attacks. There was never a cease fire.

https://images.app.goo.gl/1z4ZCMeTVJDL7vh76
No, Israel claimed dead or seriously wounded is around half. The numbers are compatible though the US numbers are a little lower.
>FPV drones are Great tactic and they killed almost every Western equiqment in this war.

Yes they are a great tactic, but against armored vehicles they are mainly used against previously disabled MBT and IFV.  


Military production isn't enough for usage in Ukraine and to rump up EU armies, on that i agree.
>Yes they are a great tactic, but against armored vehicles they are mainly used against previously disabled MBT and IFV.  

I literally saw countless videos from Ukranian and Russian side where drone strikes moving vehicle and destroying damaged vehicles 

And there are countless videos where FPV drones striked infratry 

FPV drones are reality like tanks, airplanes, IFV, artillery etc. and Russia uses them and they know how to use them and they have vast stocks of it. 

And beside FPV drones which are Great weapon they have Lancets 

I just hope that West has counter to it
They use them against unarmored or poorly armored vehicles on the move trucks, IMV, maybe Mraps.  


Something we don't see however is how Mortars do, or Automatic granade launchers, that sort of stuff.  


As for lancet, yes they are good weapon, we should have some sort of counter.
